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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

BA Burnable Absorber

BPR Burnable Poison Rod

BPRA Burnable Poison Rod Assembly
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BSC Bechtel SAIC Company

BWR boiling water reactor

CC1 Calvert Cliffs Unit 1 Reactor

CE Combustion Engineering

CRWMS Civilian Radioactive Waste Management System
Cy cycle

DFAC Disadvantage Factor

DOE U.S. Department of Energy

EFPD Effective Full Power Days

EOL end of life

FANP Framatome Advanced Nuclear Power, Inc.
FCF Framatome Cogema Fuels

GGl Grand Gulf Unit 1 reactor

GUC Gundremmingen Reactor

GWd/mtU Gigawatt days per metric ton of Uranium
IBA Integral Burnable Absorber

ID inside diameter

IFBA Integral Fuel Burnable Absorber

M&O Management and Operating Contractor
MOL middle of life

MWt Megawatt (thermal)

NRC U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
OCRWM Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management
OD outside diameter

ppm parts per million

RCA Radiochemical Assay

RRX Reaction Rate Method

QC2 Quad Cities Unit 2 reactor

SNF spent nuclear fuel
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1. INTRODUCTION

This report, Summary Report of Code to Code Comparisons Performed for the Disposal
Criticality Analysis Methodology, contains a summary of the 1-Dimension and 2-Dimension
lattice physics code to code comparisons used to support the validation of the disposal criticality
analysis methodology.

1.1 BACKGROUND

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Office of Civilian Radioactive Waste Management
(OCRWM) is developing a methodology for criticality analysis to support disposal of
commercial spent nuclear fuel in a geologic repository. A topical report on the Disposal
Criticality Analysis Methodology was submitted to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC) for formal review in March 2001 (YMP 2000). This technical report is one of a series of
reports that provides a summary of the results of the analyses that support the development of the
disposal criticality analysis methodology.

1.2 OBJECTIVE

The objective of this report is to present a summary of the various code to code comparison
results. Results from the code to code evaluations will support the development and validation
of the criticality models used in the disposal criticality analysis methodology. These models and
their validation have been discussed in the Disposal Criticality Analysis Methodology Topical
Report (YMP 2000).

1.3 SCOPE

The scope of this Summary Report includes the code to code analytical results for the following
types of calculations:

Boiling Water Reactor (BWR) Standard Gadolinia Rod Patterns
BWR Lattice Enrichment Smearing

Pressurized Water Reactor (PWR) Fission Product Worth
Burnable Poison Effects on Spent PWR Fuel

BWR Control Blade Model

PWR Radio-chemical Assay Code to Code Comparisons

BWR Assembly Burnup Calculations

® 6 & o o o o

Additional types of code to code evaluations may be added in future revisions to this report.
1.4 QUALITY ASSURANCE

The development of this report has been subject to the U.S. Department of Energy OCRWM
Quality Assurance Requirements and Description (QARD) (DOE 2000) controls. The
information, provided in this report, will be used to develop the methodology for evaluation of
the potential Monitored Geologic Repository engineered barrier system. A classification
analysis (CRWMS M&O 1999a) has identified components of the engineered barrier system as
items important to radiological safety and waste isolation.
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No scientific and engineering software or computational software was used in the development
of this report. Electronic management of data was accomplished in accordance with the controls
specified in the Technical Work Plan (BSC 2001).

The work to be performed using this information to support the License Application will be
performed in accordance with the then current versions of the QARD and NRC regulations. All
information used for the License Application will be from acceptable sources and will be
developed in accordance with the QARD requirements and NRC regulations.

1.5 COMPUTER SOFTWARE

This technical report provides a summary of calculations documented under the Framatome
Advanced Nuclear Power, Inc. (FANP) documents system. The information regarding the use of
software for the calculated results summarized in this technical report is documented in
MOO109SPADRNO04.003. No software is used directly in the generation of this technical report,
but the software used in the supporting calculations is listed as follows:

The software specifications are as follows:

The MCNP code was used to calculate the eigenvalue for reactivity worth comparisons.
Program Name: MCNP
Version/Revision Number: Version 4B2LV (CRWMS M&O 1998)

The SAS2H code was used to model and deplete PWR and BWR fuel assemblies to predict their
discharge isotopic inventories.

Program Name: SCALE4.4A, SAS2H Sequence (CRWMS M&O 2000)

Version/Revision Number: Version 4.4A

Program Name: SCALE4.3, SAS2H Sequence (CRWMS M&O 1997¢)

Version/Revision Number: Version 4.3

The computer program CASMO-3 Version 4.8.3 was used in the supporting calculations
MO0109SPADRNO04.003, MO0204SPABCF04.012, and MO0204SPAIRB04.013 to determine
the isotopic concentrations in the fuel assembly at specified burnup points. This version is
referred to as GRCASMO3 and is licensed to FANP. All references to the calculated results
presented herein are labeled either GRCASMO3 or CASMO. GRCASMO3 has received full
certification in accordance with FANP procedures.

CASMO-3 Version 4.8.3 is an industry standard 2-D lattice physics depletion code. The purpose

of utilizing CASMO is to compare and contrast the isotopic results from the 1-D SAS2H code to
validate the use of SAS2H for generating depleted fuel assembly isotopic inventories.
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2. DESIGN INPUTS

2.1 BWR ASSEMBLIES

Four different types of fuel assemblies are analyzed in Section 3.1 as documented in
MOO0O109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.1. These were based on 6x6, 7x7, 8x8, and 9x9 lattices.
The average U enrichment for the lattices ranged from 2.40 to 4.56 wt%.

For the 6x6 lattice the average enrichment was 2.40 wt% with no axial variation. Gadolinium
was not present in any of the fuel rods. In addition, the lattice contained no water rods. The 6x6
lattice is based on the Gundremmingen Nuclear Power Plant (Barbero et al. 1979; Guardini and
Guzzi 1983; Naito, Kurosawa, and Kaneko 1994).

For the 7x7 Cooper lattice the average U> enrichment was 2.50 wt%. Again, there was no axial
variation of the enrichment. An average of 3.4 wt% gadolinium in five rods was modeled. No
water rods were present in the 7x7 lattice. The detailed lattice information is proprietary. The
inputs used are documented in MOO109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.1.

For the 8x8 GGl lattice, an average enrichment of 2.99 wt% with no axial variation was used.
Five fuel rods contained gadolinium at an average of 3.0 wt%. In addition, two water rods were
located in the center of the lattice. The detailed lattice information is proprietary. The inputs
used are documented in MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.1.

For the 9x9 GGl lattice, the lattice contained five water rods. In addition, the average
enrichment and the gadolinium content varied axially. Two axial locations were chosen for this
analysis. Both had an average enrichment of 3.31 wt%. One had nine Gd rods at an average 3.5
wt% Gd, while the other had nine Gd rods at an average 7 wt% Gd. A third configuration was
chosen such that it corresponded with the average of 3.5 wt% Gd configuration but did not
contain any Gd. Finally, a third axial location was chosen for the 9x9 lattice. The average U’
enrichment at this location was 3.45 wt%. The detailed lattice information is proprietary. The
inputs used are documented in MOO109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.1.

In Section 3.5.1, typical axial node information (45.72 cm) of a Grand Gulf Unit 1 BWR 9x9
assembly (MOO106SPASTAO00.005) was used. This assembly region contains 8 gadolinia-
bearing fuel rods, 5 water rods, and is selected from the middle of the assembly. Table 2-1
provides node design information for the lattice representation. Node YYYN4 contains two
different size fuel pellets and clad dimensions. SAS2H inputs require modeling of assembly
structures with only single dimension capability. Thus, smeared fuel pellet dimensions and
weighted averages were calculated to represent the fuel rods in SAS2H. Table 2-2 provides the
fuel rod clad material specifications for use in SAS2H. Table 2-3 provides typical operating
history information as a function of effective full power days (EFPD) and control blade insertion
times for the axial region of concern.

The depletion history for the YYYN4 axial region consists of 25 burnup intervals up to a total

burnup of 43.872 GWd/mtU. Each burnup interval has changes in fuel temperature and in-
channel moderator density (or void fraction).
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Table 2-1. Assembly Axial Region YYYN4: Typical Specifications for SAS2H

Case (assumed values)

Smeared fuel pellet OD® {(cm) 0.9472
Clad OD (cm) 1.0848
Node axial height (c:n) 45.72
Lattice 9x9
Water rods 5
Fuel density (a/cm”) 10.16
Rod pitch (cm) 1.43
Control blade portion length (cm) 24.3687
Control blade portion half blade thickness (cm) 0.39624
Channel outer width (cm) 13.5509°
Channel inner width (cm) 13.2461
Smeared fuel density (g/cms) 9.739
# Fuel rods 76
# Gadolinia-bearing fuel rods 8
Source: MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.3
NOTES: These are assumed typical values (not actual} for a 9x9, 8 gadolinia-bearing fuel rod BWR assembly to
be used in development of the SAS2H path B model in Section 3.5.1 for this work only.
20D = Quter Diameter
®13.5509 = The value is slightly different than that used in the GRCASMO3 model (13.8557). The effect
of this will be insignificant for the purposes of the scoping analysis.
Table 2-2. SAS2H Fuel Rod Cladding Material Specifications
Material wt%
Oxygen 0.12
Chromium 0.10
Iron 0.20
Tin 1.4
Zirconium 98.18
Source: CRWMS M&O 1999b, Section 5.11
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Table 2-3. Assembly Node YYYN4 Depletion History

Cumulative
EFPD Burnup Fuel Moderator Control Blade
Statepoint Steps (GWd/mtU) Temperature (K) | Density (glcms) Insertion

11 16.5 0.712 998.0 0.3916 —
12a 65.9 3.827 1057.8 0.4351 —

12 65.9 6.941 1057.8 0.4351 —
13 17 7.804 1113.4 0.4430 —

14 38.3 9.618 1058.1 0.4397 —
15a 68.4 12.638 1013.7 0.4142 —
15 68.4 15.658 1013.7 0.4142 —
16a 47.36 17.297 893.8 0.4319 INSERT

16 47.36 18.936 893.8 0.4319 —
17a 57.05 21.395 999.7 0.4292 —
17b 57.05 23.854 999.7 0.4292 INSERT
17c 57.05 26.312 999.7 0.4292 —

17 57.05 28.771 999.7 0.4292 —
18a 54.26 30.774 921.1 0.4374 —
18b 54.26 32.776 9211 0.4374 INSERT
18c 54.26 34.779 9211 0.4374 —

18 54.26 36.781 921.1 0.4374 —
19a 54.4 37.798 725.0 0.4424 —

19 54.4 38.815 725.0 0.4424 —
20a 68.15 40.003 713.2 0.4505 —
20 68.15 41.191 713.2 0.4505 —
21a 53.82 41.861 667.8 0.4640 —
21b 53.82 42.532 667.8 0.4640 —
21c 53.82 43.202 667.8 0.4640 —

21 53.82 43.872 667.8 0.4640 —

Source: MO0O106SPASTAQ00.005, SAS2H Node 4, Fuel Type F, Assembly FO5

Four fuel assemblies from two boiling water reactors were chosen for the analysis discussed in
Section 3.5.2. Two were from Commonwealth Edison’s Quad Cities Unit 2 and were 8x8
assemblies (CRWMS M&O 1999c). One had 9 gadolinia (Gd) rods and 4 water rods (Type C)
while the other had 11 Gd rods and 1 large central water rod (Type F). The other two assemblies
were from Entergy’s Grand Gulf Unit 1 and were 9x9 assemblies with 10 Gd rods and 5 water
rods (Type G) (MO0106SPASTA00.005).

Operating histories for each assembly were chosen such that one assembly from each reactor had
no control blade insertions and the other assembly had significant control blade insertions. For
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QC2 assemblies, the controlled history was taken from assembly C14 and the uncontrolled
history was for assembly FO9 (FCF 1999). For the GG1 assemblies, the chosen histories were
from assembly F05 for the controlled history and F38 for the uncontrolled history
(MOO0O106SPASTAO00.005). All assemblies had average discharge burnups greater than 40
GWd/mtU. The input necessary for building the GRCASMO3 input cases for each lattice is
found in MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Table 4-16 and Figures 4-12 through 4-16.

The fuel densities for QC2 were calculated using the mass and volume of the fuel. For these
assemblies, the mass and nodal lengths for the 10-node-axial format are given in Table 2-4.

Table 2-4. Fuel Density for QC2 Assemblies for SAS2H Cases

QC2 Type C QC2 Type F
(Fuel Pellet Density = 10.045 gl/cc) (Fuel Pellet Density = 10.088 g/cc)
SAS2H Mass Node Length # Fuel Mass Node Length # Futﬂ
Node (g U) ~ (cm) Rods (g U) (cm) Rods
10 6122.1 15.24 51 5907.3 15.24 49
7233.4 15.24 60
9 28810 60.96 60 21700 45.72 60
8 21607 4572 60 21700 45.72 60
7 21607 45.72 60 21700 45.72 60
6 21607 45.72 60 21700 45.72 60
5 14405 30.48 60 14467 30.48 60
4 21607 45.72 60 21700 45.72 60
3 14405 30.48 60 14467 30.48 60
2 14405 30.48 60 14467 30.48 60
-1 7202.5 15.24 60 72334 15.24 60

Source: FCF 1999, Tables 9-2 and 9-3

Table 2-5 lists the information needed to determine the fuel densities for the SAS2H case. Fuel
pellet and inner clad radii used were for the average of all 76 fuel rods.
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Table 2-5. Fuel Density for GG1 Assemblies for the SAS2H Cases

SAS2H Mass Axial # Fuel Fuel Pellet
Node (g U) Length (cm) Rods Density (g/cm’)
10 14013.6 30.48 76 9.74
9 7006.8 15.24 76 9.74
8 14013.6 30.48 76 9.74
7 28027.2 60.96 76 9.74
6 28027.2 60.96 76 9.74
5 21020.4 45.72 76 9.74
4 21020.4 45.72 76 9.74
3 14013.6 30.48 76 9.74
2 210204 45.72 76 9.74
1 7006.8 15.21 76 9.74

Source: MOO106SPASTA00.005, Table 12-3

2.1.1 BWR Control Blades

This information is used in Section 3.5.1. The BWR cruciform control blade is illustrated in
Figure 2-1. Design specifications for this control blade are provided in Table 2-6.

Table 2-6. GRCASMO3 Case Control Blade Design Specifications

Parameter Value®
Neutron Absorber Material B4C (natural boron)
Percent of B4C Theoretical Density 70
Total Blade Span (in) tip to tip 9.804
Total Blade Support Span (in) 1.550
Active Absorber Length (in) 143.7 (min) 144.0 (typical)
Sheath Material 304 Stainless Steel
Sheath Thickness (in) 0.045
Blade Thickness (in) 0.328
Number of BsC Rods per Blade 72
B4C Cladding Material 304 Stainless Steel
B4C Rod OD" (in) 0.220
B.C Rod ID® (in) 0.166
B4C Rod Wali Thickness (in) 0.027

Source: MO0106SPASTA00.005

NOTES: ®This input is used for definition of GRCASMO3 control blade model only

0D = Outer Diameter
°ID = Inner Diameter
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Source: CRWMS M&O 1999¢
Figure 2-1. Typical BWR Control Blade

2.2 PWR ASSEMBLIES

Fuel assemblies for B&W designed reactors (MkB fuel) analyzed comprise a 15x15 array of fuel
rods with 16 guide tubes and a central instrument tube (DOE 1992 , Section 2.8 and p. 2A-7).
The guide tubes accommodate either control-rod fingers or burnable poison rods (BPRs)
depending on the location of the assembly in the core and the specific fuel design.

Westinghouse-type fuel assemblies can include 14x14, 15x15, or 17x17 arrays of fuel rods,
depending on the plant design (DOE 1992, Section 2.8 and p. 2A-26 through 2A-30). The 14x14
arrays contain 16 guide tubes and a central instrument tube. The 15x15 arrays contain 20 guide
tubes and a central instrument tube. The 17x17 array contains 24 guide tubes and a central
instrument tube. Like the MkB fuel, the guide tubes can accommodate either control-rod fingers
or BPRs depending on the assembly location in the core and the specific fuel design.

Combustion Engineering (CE)-type fuel assemblies can include a 14x14 or a 16x16 array of fuel
rods depending on plant design (DOE 1992, Section 2.8 and p. 2A-12 through 2A-14). Each of
these fuel designs contains five large guide tubes; one centrally located with the other four
symmetrically located in each quadrant of the lattice. Each guide-tube location occupies the

space of four fuel rods, and is water filled when the control cluster is removed. (To date, BPRs
have not been used in CE fuel.)
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2.2.1 Integral Burnable Absorbers

PWR fuel uses several different types of integral burnable absorbers (IBAs) (DOE 1992, section
2.6.5). For example, in some IBAs, neutron absorbers such as gadolinia (Gd;O3) as shown in
Figure 2-2, or erbia (Er,03) as shown in Figure 2-3, are mixed directly with the uranium dioxide
(UQO,) fuel in select rod locations within an assembly. The Westinghouse-designed Integral Fuel
Boron Absorber (IFBA) rods contain uranium pellets with a thin coating of zirconium diboride
(ZrB,) as shown in Figure 2-4. Other integral absorbers, such as boron carbide (B4C), are mixed
in alumina-based (Al,0;) pellets and placed in rods that replace uranium fuel rods in some CE-
designed fuel assemblies as shown in Figure 2-5.

Westinghouse and CE-type fuel assemblies have all used gadolinia in IBAs for some specific
fuel designs. Presently, only Westinghouse-fabricated fuel assemblies use integral fuel burnable
absorber (IFBA) fuel rods. The assemblies shown in Figures 2-2 through 2-5 provide
hypothetical poison rod distributions.

Until recently, integral burnable absorber (IBA) rods were generally loaded symmetrically in a
fuel assembly with similarly loaded assemblies symmetrically located within the core. More
recently, aggressive core designs have been incorporating asymmetric IBA loadings to “fine-
tune” fuel assembly local power peaking concerns. Fuel designs using gadolinia may
incorporate as many as 20 Gd,O; - UO; fuel rods in a single fuel assembly. CE fuel designs
using erbia may incorporate approximately 90 Er,O3 - UO, fuel rods in a single fuel assembly.
As many as one-half of the rods in some Westinghouse fuel assemblies may contain IFBA rods.
Finally, some CE-designed fuel assemblies contain B4C — Al,O3; rods that may replace
approximately 20 uranium fuel rods. The fuel vendors usually consider the exact details of
poison concentration, the number of poison rods, and rod locations to be proprietary information.
For this reason, the concentrations have been omitted and only general numbers of poison rods
have been described to give a relative idea of the possible variations in designs.
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Figure 2-2. Hypothetical 17x17 PWR Lattice with 8 Gd Rods
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Figure 2-4. Hypothetical 17x17 PWR Lattice with 100 IFBA Rods
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Figure 2-5. Hypothetical 16x16 PWR Lattice with12 B,C-Alumina Rods

2.2.2 Burnable Poison Rods

Several general types of BPRs have been used in PWR fuel (DOE 1992, Sections 2.6.5 and 2.8).
Framatome Cogema Fuels (FCF) uses BPRs, composed of B4C — Al,O; pellets contained in

zircaloy tubing. The Westinghouse configuration for BPRs uses hollow Pyrex glass (B,0; -
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Si0;) tubing sealed in stainless steel cladding. More recently, Westinghouse has used wet
annular burnable absorbers (WABAS) that are similar to the Pyrex absorbers but use hollow B4C
— Al,O5 pellets clad in zircaloy with a central, flow-through, water region for enhanced neutron
moderation.

In all cases, the BPR rodlets are attached to an assembly (burnable poison rod assembly [BPRA])
“spider” that can be mechanically attached to the fuel assembly upper tie plate, securing it in
position during core operation. During a refueling outage, the spider can be removed from a fuel
assembly using remote-handling tools before the assembly is returned to the core for another
cycle of irradiation. FCF BPR clusters comprise between 4 and 24 rodlets. FCF also produces a
17x17 assembly with 24 rodlets. Westinghouse BPR clusters comprise between 4 and 20 rodlets
for 14x14 and 15x15 arrays, or 24 rodlets for 17x17 arrays. It is uncommon for a BPRA to
remain in a fuel assembly for more than one cycle of irradiation.

2.2.3 Control Rods

Several types of control rods have been used in PWR fuel (DOE 1992, Sections 2.6.5 and 2.8).
However, the most common type is Ag-In-Cd clad in stainless steel tubes. The rods are clustered
in a “spider” usually as groups of 4, 16, 20 or 24, depending on the fuel design to be used with.
It is not common for a reactor while operating at power to have any control rods inserted to any
significant amount. However, there may be a small number of rod clusters with a few inches of
insertion (bite) in the top of the core, for axial offset control. These rods do not significantly
affect the depletion of the fuel

2.2.4 PWR Chemical Assay Input

Assay sample CC1 was taken at 13.2 cm from the bottom of rod MKP109 in assembly D047
(14x14) located in Calvert Cliffs Unit 1 reactor core (Combustion Engineering). Specific
assembly design and irradiation history information for Cycles 2 - 5 of Calvert Cliffs Unit 1,
were obtained from the previous radiochemical assay (RCA) benchmark evaluations (CRWMS
M&O 1997a). This information included, when available, fuel rod design, BPR design, control
rod insertion history, boron letdown, average fuel temperatures, and axial burnup profiles. This
information was used to develop a standard assembly depletion model in GRCASMO3. The
assembly average discharge burnup for assembly D047 was 27.35 GWd/mtU with a cooling time
of 1870 days.

Assay sample TP2 was taken at 167.0 cm from the bottom of rod G10 in assembly D01 (15x15)
located in the Turkey Point Unit 3 reactor core (Westinghouse). Specific assembly design and
irradiation history information was obtained from the previous RCA benchmark evaluations
(CRWMS M&O 1997b). The assembly average discharge burnup was 30.51 GWd/mtU with a
cooling time of 927 days. A standard depletion model for Cycles 2-4 for this assembly was
developed in SAS2H using the required design and irradiation history information.

Supporting operating history and fuel design information used to develop the GRCASMO3 and

MCNP input files for each sample were collected from the previously documented SAS2H
calculations mentioned above. Table 2-7 provides fuel design specifications for both reactor fuel
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Table 2-7. Fuel Design Specifications for Calvert Cliffs and Turkey Point Fuel

Calvert Cliffs Turkey Point
Sample location (cm) 13.2 (from bottom) 167.0 (from bottom)
Sample enrichment (U™ wt%) 3.038 2.556
Sample burnup (GWd/mtU) 27.35 30.51
Cooling time (d) 1870 927
Lattice type CE14x14 W15 x15
#fuel rods 176 204
#guide tubes 5 21°
Assembly pitch (cm) 20.78 21.5
Fuel pellet density (g/cc) 10.018 10.235
Fuel rod pitch (cm) 1.4732 1.43
Fuel rod OD (cm) 1.1176 1.0719
Fuel rod Clad ID (cm) 0.9855 0.9484
Fuel pellet OD (cm) 0.9563 0.9296
Active fuel length (cm) 347.22 365.76
Guide tube OD (cm) 2.832 1.3868
Guide tube ID (cm) 2.628 1.3004
Cladding material Zirc-4 Zirc-4

NOTE: ? Includes 1 instrument tube

Table 2-8. Operating History Inputs for Calvert Cliffs and Turkey Point Fuel

Calvert Cliffs Turkey Point
Uptime (d) Cy°2-306 Cy2-314
Cy3-381.7 Cy3-327
Cy4-466.0 Cy4-312
Cy5-461.1
Downtime (d) Cy2-71.0 Cy2-58
Cy3-81.3 Cy3-62
Cy4-85.0 Cy4-927
Cy5-1870
Specific power (MW/mtU) Cy2-17.24 32.015
Cy3-19.43
Cy4-17.04
Cy5-14.57
Average fuel temperature (K) 829 922
850
775
709
Cladding Temperature (K) 620 595
Moderator Temperature (K) 557 570
Moderator density (g/cc) 0.7575 0.731
Boron concentration (ppm) Cy2-330.8 450.0
Cy3-469.4
Cy4-503.7
Cy5-492.1
NOTE: °Cy = Cycle
2-11
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2.2.5 Assumptions

The comparisons summarized in this report are based on scoping calculations where fuel
assembly input parameter values are varied, and results based on one-dimensional transport code
calculations with point depletion and two-dimensional lattice physics code depletion calculations
are made. Several assumptions are made relative to data used for code input for these analyses.

Assumed values are used in Table 2-1 for the assembly axial region designated as YYYN4. As
previously noted in Section 2.1, the data presented in this table for the designated axial region is
representing two different size fuel rods with an averaged dimension to accommodate limitations
in the one-dimensional transport code (SAS2H) input modeling. The assumed values in this
table are suitable for this work because they are representative values, and any conclusions
drawn from these analyses would be based on the use of these data.

In Section 3.2 where BWR standard gadolinia rod patterns are addressed, two assumptions are
made. First, the assumption is made that on a differential basis between gadolinia rod patterns,
variations in ki,r have negligible void dependence. The calculations were performed at 40% void
fraction. This assumption is suitable for this work because the primary effect is varying the
gadolinia rod pattern, any void fraction effect would be a second order effect, and any
conclusions drawn from these analyses would not change if multiple void fractions were used.
Second, it is assumed that a single gadolinia rod enrichment of 3 wt% gadolinia is sufficient to
demonstrate the effects of different gadolinia rod locations in the lattice. This assumption is
suitable for this work because different gadolinia enrichments while affecting the burnup
domain, will not affect the magnitude of the reactivity domain and will not alter any conclusions
drawn from these analyses.

In Appendix A, Table A-1, assumed values are used for reactor, fuel assembly, fuel rod, and
burnable absorber rod parameters. The assumed values are based on parameter values from the
MO0204SPAIRB04.013 reference in Appendix A. These assumed values are suitable for these
analyses because they represent parameter values from two pressurized water reactors with fuel
cycles containing both removable and integral burnable absorbers, which is the subject of the
results reported in Appendix A.

The assumed values for the parameters provided at the top of Tables A-2 through A-15 of
Appendix A are suitable for these analyses because they represent parameter values from the two
pressurized water reactors discussed in the preceding paragraph. The largest deviation of any
parameter value from actual value is 2.25 %, which is totally appropriate for these analyses.
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3. DESCRIPTION OF THE CALCULATIONS

The following sections summarize the calculations that comprise the “code-to-code” analyses as
documented in MO0204SPABCF04.012 and MOO109SPADRNO04.003. The initial sections
define the reactivity effects of simplifications required for SAS2H and the final sections describe
input refinements and cases for which results will be compared between SAS2H and
GRCASMO:s.

3.1 BWRLATTICE ENRICHMENT SMEARING

This section provides a summary of the process to assess the reactivity effect of homogenizing
several BWR fuel lattice enrichments. Four different types of fuel assemblies are analyzed as
documented in MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.1. These were based on 6x6, 7x7, 8x8, and
9x9 lattices. For each type of lattice, different void conditions are looked at, namely 0%, 40%,
and 80% void. The average U**® enrichment for the lattices ranged from 2.40 to 4.56 wt%.
Input related to these assemblies is listed in Section 2.1.

Two GRCASMO3 inputs were set-up for each lattice configuration. The first input represented
the fuel rods explicitly with respect to U’ enrichment and is referred to as the discrete model.
The second, called the smeared model, defined all fuel rods as having the same lattice average
U* enrichment. The isotopic and Kki,¢ results of the cases were compared to obtain the effect of
enrichment smearing.

Four additional configurations were modeled for the 9x9 lattice from those described in Section
2.1. For each of the previous 9x9 configurations, all enrichments were scaled proportionally to
raise the average enrichments of the lattices from 3.31 to 4.37 wt% and from 3.45 to 4.56 wt%.
Doing this increased the range of the analysis.

3.2 BWR STANDARD GADOLINIA ROD PATTERNS

This section provides a summary of the process to assess the reactivity effect of going from the
explicit pin model in GRCASMO3 to the pin-cell model in SAS2H based on generalized
gadolinia rod patterns MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.2. A number of BWR designs were
surveyed resulting in the general rules identified in Table 3-1, which are intended to provide
guidance in developing a standard set of gadolinia fuel rod position maps. The resultant maps
are intended for representing fresh and irradiated commercial BWR assemblies in burnup and
criticality calculations.

A select number of GRCASMO?3 lattice calculations were performed to demonstrate the impact
on lattice reactivity resulting from the use of a standard gadolinia rod pattern. Three lattices
were chosen for this demonstration an 8x8NB-7Gd, 8x8NB-9Gd, and an 8x8NB-12Gd lattice.
(The detailed lattice information is proprietary, MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.2). This
spans the range of 7 to 12 gadolinia rods in a lattice. Similar behavior should exist for the 9x9-5
lattice since its geometry is not significantly different.

Lattices containing 7, 9, and 12 gadolinia fuel rods were analyzed to compare ki, between
standard and design gadolinia rod patterns. The lattice uranium enrichment distributions were
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not altered. All calculations were performed at 40% void fraction. It is assumed that on a
differential basis between gadolinia rod patterns, variations in ki have negligible void
dependence.

Table 3-1. General Rules for Developing Standard Gadolinia Rod Position Maps for BWR Fuels

Follow diagonal symmetry from control blade corner.

Try to keep gadolinia rods 2 or 3 rows in from the outside row of the lattice.

Try to disperse the gadolinia rods evenly across the lattice (do not clump them).

Do not place gadolinia rods face adjacent to one another.

Gadolinia rods may be placed diagonally adjacent to one another.

It is assumed that a single gadolinia rod enrichment of 3 wt% gadolinia is sufficient to
demonstrate the effects of different gadolinia rod locations in the lattice. Other gadolinia
enrichments simply affect the burnup domain and not the magnitude of the reactivity domain.

The fuel temperature was assumed to be 900 K. This value is similar to those for other fuel types
and therefore assumed to be reasonable for this application.

The power density was calculated by dividing the reference design power level by the heavy
metal weight of the core. This serves as a reasonable value for this application.

3.3 PWR BURNABLE POISON EFFECTS

This section provides a summary of the process to assess the reactivity effect as a function of
burnup for assemblies having bumnable poisons compared to those without
MOO109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.5. Two general types of burnable absorbers (BAs) are used
with PWR fuel: IBAs and BPRs. IBAs are non-removable, neutron-absorbing materials used as
components of a fuel assembly. BPRs, however, are rods that contain neutron-absorbing
materials that can be inserted in PWR assembly guide tubes. Both types of BAs can be used to
control core reactivity and local power peaking and optimize fuel utilization. In general, both
types of BAs are designed to function during the first cycle of irradiation of a fresh, unirradiated
fuel assembly. After one cycle of irradiation, the BPRs are typically removed from the fuel
assembly allowing primary coolant to occupy the guide tube volume displaced by the BPRs. In
the case of IBAs, the rods remain in the fuel assembly throughout its lifetime and usually
account for a small reactivity penalty at end of life, due to incomplete consumption of the
neutron-absorber material. Non-proprietary information is available in DOE 1992, Sections
2.6.5 and 2.8. The general information used is listed in Section 2.2.

PWR fuel assemblies containing typical loadings of gadolinia, erbia, boron carbide-alumina and
IFBA rods have been analyzed to investigate their neutronic effects on PWR SNF. Each infinite-
array lattice, poisoned and unpoisoned, was depleted with GRCASMO3 (3) under normal, hot-
operating conditions. Three cycles of 15 GWd/mtU exposure each were used to represent the
depletion history effects on the fuel. Restart calculations were then run at each burnup point
removing the xenon, setting the soluble boron to 0 ppm B, and the fuel and moderator
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temperatures to 300 K to simulate storage cask conditions. No radioactive decay periods were
accounted for in the analyses, but should be in the future.

PWR fuel containing the maximum number of Pyrex and WABA BPRs have been analyzed to
investigate their neutronic effects on PWR SNF. These arrays were depleted using the same
method as that used for the IBA analyses. In addition, the BPRs were removed from the fuel
after one and two cycles of depletion. After being removed, the BPRs were replaced with water
and depleted to end-of-life conditions. To evaluate their effect on fuel assembly isotopic
inventory, the BPRs were not included in the restart calculations.

3.4 PWR FISSION PRODUCT WORTH

This section provides a summary of the process to assess the reactivity worth of fission products
in burnup credit for PWR assemblies (MO0204SPABCF04.012). The calculation uses
GRCASMO3 and MCNP4B2. GRCASMO?3 is used to deplete a single node of a hypothetical
17x17 PWR assembly and calculate the values of ki, for the assembly at several depletion
points. These values of ki, along with isotopic reaction rates calculated by GRCASMO3, are
used to estimate the overall worth of the fission products relative to the entire burnup credit
reactivity worth.

MCNP uses the isotopic composition of the fuel, from the GRCASMO?3 output, to calculate kegr
for a variety of lattice conditions. Tally options in MCNP were used to generate reaction rates
(absorption and production). These reaction rates, and the associated values of kg, were used to

estimate the overall worth of the fission products relative to the entire burnup credit reactivity
worth.

3.4.1 GRCASMO3 Depletion

Depletion calculations were performed on a single node of a 17x17 PWR assembly with
enrichments of 2 wt%, 3.7 wt%, and 5 wt%. The fuel was depleted from 0 GWd/mtU to 50
GWd/mtU with reporting steps every 10 GWd/mtU. The calculations considered 5 year and 200
year cooling times. Inputs necessary for building the GRCASMO?3 cases are presented in Table
3-2. The input represents a hypothetical fuel, and is used for the purposes of scoping
calculations only. Figure 3-1 shows the lattice map for the 17x17 fuel assembly.

Through the use of the “FRR” card in GRCASMO3, the absorption (Z,®), fission (Z®P) and
production (vZD) reaction rates for identified isotopes can be obtained. These are available in
two energy groups and the sum of the two groups. Each group, and the sum, is further broken
down into finer groups. The last value in each group is the group total. A total is also available
for the sum of the two groups. For the purposes of the reaction rate calculations (see Section
3.4.3), the totals of the sums for the absorption and production reaction rates are used.
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Table 3-2. GRCASMO3 Input (all dimensions in cm)

Parameter Dimension

Lattice Source Hypothetical
Lattice Size 17x17
Fuel Rod

Pellet Radius 0.410

Clad Inner Radius 0.418

Clad Outer Radius 0.475
Pellet Density (g/cc) 10.34
Guide Tubes

Clad Inner Radius 0.552

Clad Outer Radius 0.593
Instrumentation Tube

Inner Radius 0.561

Outer Radius 0.602
Rod Pitch 1.260
Assembly Pitch 21.504
Hot Depletion Coolant Temp (K) 584
Hot Depletion Fuel Temp (K) 950
Hot Depletion Boron {(ppm) 700
Cold Reactivity Coolant Temp (K) 300
Cold Reactivity Fuel Temp (K) 300
Power Density (W/g) 38.1
Cold Reactivity Boron (ppm) 0
Burnup at EOL (GWd/mtU) 50
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NOTE: 1 - Fuel Rod; 2 - Guide Tube; 3 - Instrumentation Tube
Figure 3-1. Lattice Map of Hypothetical 17x17 Assembly

3.4.2 MCNP Reactivity Calculations

Reactivity calculations were performed on a variety of lattices using the isotopics from the
GRCASMO?3 depletion calculations (MO0204SPABCF04.012, Section 4.2). The assembly
lattices considered include: 21-PWR assembly waste package, infinite lattice with the same
materials and geometry as the fuel lattice in the waste package, and an infinite lattice with the
same materials and geometry as the GRCASMO3 calculations. Several variations on the
composition of the basket structure used in the waste package were considered. These were used
to estimate the impact of the boron in the absorber plates and the impact of the displacement of
water by the thermal shunt.

For the purposes of these calculations, the waste package representation was simplified to
include a single node for the fuel rod, instead of the multi-nodes typically used for the Yucca
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Mountain Site Characterization Project (YMP). Due to changes in the YMP waste package
design, this geometry may not exactly represent the current design being considered by the YMP
but it is considered adequate for these scoping calculations.

The MCNP reactivity calculations were performed for 3.7 wt% U>>> enriched fuel, burned over
the same range as reported above. The MCNP calculations consider only the 5-year cooled fuel.
The isotopic concentrations were obtained from the GRCASMO3 output. The values reported
by GRCASMO?3 are cell averaged. To obtain the pin average values, the concentrations were

multiplied by the cell cross-sectional area and divided by the total cross-sectional area of all of
the pins.

Figure 3-2 shows the lattice map for the 21-PWR assembly waste package. This is a simplified
sketch and does not show the thermal shunts and other basket material. Each square in Figure 3-
2 represents one 17x17 PWR assembly.

Figure 3-2. 21-PWR Assembly Waste Package

3.4.3 Reaction Rate Calculations

To calculate the worth of the fission products, while maintaining the neutron spectrum, the
calculations use a simplified equation to estimate the change in ke (or kinr) based on the reaction
rates available in the code output. Equation 3-1 is the simplified expression for ks developed
for use in this analysis and can be developed from the general principles on the multiplication
factor discussed in Duderstadt and Hamilton (1976, Chapter 3).
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v VI, O B Production
e T, O0+x Absorption in fuel + Other losses

(Eq. 3-1)
where

v is the average number of neutrons released per fission

Zr is the macroscopic neutron fission cross section

%, is the macroscopic neutron absorption cross section

@ is the neutron flux

x represents all neutron losses that occur outside of the fuel, and remains constant in the
calculations for a given isotopic comparison set.

Equation 3-2 is the solution for calculating “x”.

dVE, D
x = all isotopes _ Z 2 . q)
keff all isotopes

(Eq. 3-2)

Using this equation and the results of the MCNP, or GRCASMO3, calculations (reaction rates
and Kesr or King) “X” can be calculated. Isotopic reaction rates (vZ¢®D and Z,®) are taken from the
GRCASMO3 output files, and total reactions rates (Best-Estimate and Actinide Only) are
generated in the MCNP output files using the type F4 MCNP tallies.

For the best-estimate case (i.e., systems containing all of the tracked isotopes) k; is calculated
along with the reaction rates using the appropriate computer code. These values are fed into
Equation 3-2 to solve for “x”. The best-estimate “Absorption in fuel” value is then replaced with
the “Actinide-only” absorption value in Equation 3-1 and using the calculated value for “x”, a
new kesr (kz) is calculated. k; represents the “actinide-only” kegr in a system using the “best-
estimate” neutron spectrum.

The “best-estimate” change in reactivity [Ap(BE)] and the “actinide-only” change in reactivity
[Ap(AO)] are calculated with respect to the “fresh fuel” case (ko). Equation 3-3 shows the base
equation used (Duderstadt and Hamilton 1976, Chapter 5.V).

k. —k
Ap(X) = ;k"
X 0

(Eq. 3-3)
where

ky 1s the keg calculated from Equation 3-1 and
Ko is the ke from MCNP or CASMO.

Considering that the fission product worth [Ap(FP)] is just Ap(BE) minus Ap(AO), it can then be
calculated using Equation 3-4.

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 3-7 May 2002



(Eq. 3-4)
where

k; is the “best-estimate” ks and
k; is the “actinide-only” Kiys.

3.5 CODE-TO-CODE COMPARISONS
3.5.1 BWR Control Blade Refinements in SAS2H

This section provides a summary of the refinements to the control blade representation in SAS2H
based on comparisons to explicit representations in GRCASMO3 MO0109SPADRNO04.003,
Section 4.3. Comparisons of flux disadvantage factors (DFAC) and isotopic concentrations were
performed using SAS2H and GRCASMO?3. The input used in both codes was representative of a
typical axial node (45.72 cm) for a Grand Gulf Unit 1 BWR 9x9 assembly
(MOO0106SPASTA00.005) as described in Section 2.1.

A list of isotopes used for comparison purposes is provided in Table 3-3. These actinides and
fission products were selected based on the availability of results from each code. SAS2H
independently depletes and decays approximately 200 isotopes, where GRCASMO3 is limited to
approximately 25.

Table 3-3. Isotopes Used For Comparison

uzs Py pu! Am2*! NpZ
Eu's Gd'® Ag'® Nd™3 RR'0?
sm'®! Sm™° sm's? . .

The thermal-hydraulic depletion history input used for the node cases in both SAS2H and
GRCASMO3 inputs is listed in Table 2-3. Control blade insertion times were also represented
identically in both codes.

Control blade input is listed in Section 2.1.1. For control blade modeling in SAS2H, materials
were homogenized and specified for corresponding areal dimensions represented in the path B
model. Table 3-4 provides volume fractions and homogenized input values necessary for
development of the original bladed SAS2H 1-D model (CRWMS M&O 1999c). The spectrum
was noted to be too hard in this case by comparing the SAS2H and CASMO fluxes, and the path
B model was refined, as described in the following paragraphs, to provide a better physical
representation of the control blades. Table 3-5 provides the homogenized input values for the
modified SAS2H 1-D model. The control blade and pin lattice is modeled explicitly in
GRCASMO3. Actual fuel pin types and U’ wt% enrichment are proprietary
MOO109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.3. Control blade insertions were modeled as either fully
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inserted in the axial region or completely removed. In SAS2H this is accomplished by a
homogenized zone of bypass moderator and control blade material constituents.

The SAS2H 1-D input consists of a path A lattice representing typical fuel rods and a larger path
B pin cell model describing characteristics of the assembly. For active fuel regions in BWR fuel,
limitations of SAS2H require that water rod explicit representations in the path B model be
omitted when gadolinia-bearing fuel rods are present in the region. Water rod moderator is
implicitly accounted for in the bypass region of the BWR path B model. In the SAS2H path B
model for the original model, the outer ring of the assembly cell model contains bypass water for
non-bladed nodes and a homogenization of bypass water, stainless steel 304, and B4C (total
density = 1.6704 g/cc) for bladed nodes. During the depletion calculation when there is no
control blade present, the mixture description is set for bypass water.

Table 3-4. Inputs for SAS2H Control Blade Homogenization Original Model

$S304 Water B4C
Volume Fraction 0.1222 0.8289 0.0489
Density (g/cc) 7.94 0.7396 1.78 (70.6% theoretical)
Weight Fraction 0.5809 0.3670 0.0521
Homogenized Density 1.6704 (g/cc)
Element $8304 (wt%) Water (wt%) B4C (wt%) Homogenized
Carbon 0.080 — 21.739 1.1784
Nitrogen 0.100 —_ — 0.0581
Silicon 0.750 — _ 0.4357
Phosphorus 0.045 — — 0.0261
Sulfur 0.030 — — 0.0174
Chromium 19.000 — — 11.037
Manganese 2.000 — —_— 1.1618
fron 68.745 — — 39.935
Nickel 9.250 — _ 5.3734
Hydrogen — 11.190 — 4.1070
Oxygen — 88.810 — 32.595
Boron-10 — — 14.424 0.7510
Boron-11 — — 63.837 3.3239

Source: CRWMS M&O 1999c, Tables 5-3 and 5-4.
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Table 3-5. Inputs for SAS2H Control Blade Homogenization Modified Model

§S304 Water B4sC
Volume Fraction 0.4928 0.2973 0.2099
Density (g/cc) 7.94 0.7396 1.78 (70.6% theoretical)
Weight Fraction 0.8683 0.0488 0.0839
Homogenized Density 4.50658 (g/cm®)
Element S$8304 (wt%) Water (wt%) B4C (wt%) Homogenized
Carbon 0.080 — 21.739 1.8715
Nitrogen 0.100 — - 0.0868
Silicon 0.750 — — 0.6512
Phosphorus 0.045 — —_— 0.0391
Sulfur 0.030 — — 0.0261
Chromium 19.000 — — 16.4980
Manganese 2.000 — — 1.7366
Iron 68.745 — — 59.6920
Nickel 9.250 — — 8.0319
Hydrogen — 11.190 — 0.5460
Oxygen — 88.810 — 4.3331
Boron-10 — —_ 14.424 1.1956
Boron-11 — —_ 63.837 5.2916

NOTE: Values used to calculate these inputs are provided in Table 2-1.

Tables 3-6 and 3-7 provide radii of the original and modified path B models for the bladed axial
region. In the original SAS2H path B model, the control blade material was homogenized with
the bypass moderator in the outer zone (Zone 6). Radii for regions in the original SAS2H path B
model are calculated using Equations 3-5 through 3-10 as derived in the calculations.

Gd/Water rod;
R =Rg;
(Eq. 3-5)
where

R, 1s the inner radius of the Gd rod cladding (or water rod cladding if no Gd rod is present)

Gd/Water rod cladding:
: Ry = Rc,o
(Eq. 3-6)

where

Rc, is the outer radius of the Gd rod cladding (or water rod cladding if no Gd rod is present)
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Unit cell in-channel moderator:

\/ #waterrods * rodpitch’
R, =

7
(Eq. 3-7)
Homogenized fuel:
R, = [RI+ # fuelrods—# gdrods ,, rodpitch?
#gdrods m
(Eq. 3-8)
Channel:
. 2 . . 2
R, =[R2+ 1, outwidth” —inwidth
#gdrods m
(Eq. 3-9)
“where
outwidth is the channel outer width and inwidth is the channel inner width
Homogenized bypass and control blade:
1, assempitch’
R6 =
# gdrods T
(Eq. 3-10)

For the modified SAS2H path B model, Equation 3-10 was replaced with Equations 3-11 and 3-
12.

Bypass moderator:

_ 1 * assempitch? — (hlfbldthk * bldlength)
¢ # gdrods T

(Eq. 3-11)
where

assempitch is the assembly pitch,

hifbldthk is the % control blade thickness

bldlength is the control blade length and

# gdrods is the number of gadolinium rods
Homogenized control blade:
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_ 1, assempitch’
’ # gdrods '
(Eq. 3-12)

Aside from the obvious shortcomings of this type of 1-D model representation for a
heterogeneous BWR lattice, the neutron absorbing effect of the control blade is also over-
emphasized. The B4C normally contained in discrete pins in the wings of the control blades is
now homogenized over a much larger volume and spread evenly around the entire assembly
volume. The effective “cross-section” of absorber is much greater in this model. Errors of this
type in the SAS2H representation contribute to a “hard” neutron spectrum in the case during
control blade insertion times. For these reasons, the original SAS2H path B model was deemed
to over-emphasize the control blade absorbing effect and create an incorrect representation of the
bladed node. A graphical representation of the original path B model for SAS2H is depicted in
Figure 3-3.

Table 3-6. SAS2H 1-D (Path B) Zone Dimensions for Node YYYN4

Region Description Radius (cm) Areal Dimension (cm?)
Zone 1 Gadolinia-bearing fuel rod (explicit) 0.4736 0.7047
Zone 2 Cladding 0.5424 0.2196
Zone 3 Unit cell in-channel moderator 0.8068 1.1207
Zone 4 Homogenized fuel zone 2.4867 17.3816
Zone 5 Channel 2.5512 1.0208
Zone 6 Bypass-homogenized control blade 3.03994 8.5848

Table 3-7. Modified SAS2H 1-D Zone Dimensions for Node YYYN4

Region Description Radius (cm)
Zone 1 Gadolinia-bearing fuel rod (explicit) 0.4736
Zone 2 Cladding 0.5424
Zone 3 Unit cell in-channel moderator 0.8068
Zone 4 Homogenized fuel zone 2.4867
Zone 5 Channel 2.5512
Zone 6 Bypass region 2.97608
Zone 7 Homogenized control blade 3.03994

In the modified SAS2H path B model depicted in Figure 3-4, an extra zone (Zone 7) was added.
This new outer zone is the region representing the control blade homogenization. The zone
between the outer control blade zone and the assembly channel zone represents the bypass
moderator. This approach provides a better representation of the assembly-control blade
geometry within the limitations of SAS2H. However, there is no current solution in SAS2H for
the incorrect appearance of control blade material around the entire assembly when gadolinia-
bearing fuel rods are required to be represented in the center zone of the path B model. The
control blade “ring” in this modified SAS2H model is now much “thinner” allowing for
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absorption self-shielding and more realistic neutron travel distances outside of the assembly
channel. The calculation of the new Zone 6 radius amounts to subtracting out the volume of the
smaller homogenized control blade from the bypass moderator region and adding it into Zone 7.

Additionally, thermal flux disadvantage factors (DFAC) were calculated for the bypass region of
both the original and the modified SAS2H model as well as for the GRCASMO3 model of
YYYN4. Comparisons of DFAC for the bypass region in the SAS2H and GRCASMO3 models
provides additional means to evaluate the suitability of the SAS2H path B models for this type of
BWR lattice. For this work, the definition of the bypass region thermal flux disadvantage factor
is the flux in the bypass region multiplied by the bypass region volume divided by the same sum
for the total volume.

Thermal flux ratios of bypass-to-total were chosen because the primary modification to the
modeling approach in SAS2H concerned the definition of the bypass moderator region. A
separate GRCASMO?3 input file was generated to include input cards that would segment the
assembly lattice structure into regions similar to those of the SAS2H 1-D model. From these
regions the volume-weighted flux was obtained. In the SAS2H sequence, the output provides
three broad ‘group tallies of volume-weighted flux. In a likewise fashion, the volume-weighted
thermal flux was obtained and used in the calculation of bypass DFAC.

Volume correction was required for the bypass region of the SAS2H original model because of
limitations in SAS2H modeling for BWR assemblies. This correction was made to improve
DFAC comparisons of the original SAS2H model bypass region to the GRCASMO3 model of
that same region. The correction involved removing the water rod volume from the bypass

region in the SAS2H model. This correction was not required for comparisons of the modified
SAS2H model.

Cladding Gadolinia-bearing fuel rod

In-channel moderator

Channel

\ /0

Homogenized fuel zone

Homogenized bypass and control blade region

Figure 3-3. SAS2H 1-D Model for YYYNA
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Cladding Gadolinia-bearing fuel rod

Channel In-channel moderator

Outer homogenized control blade

Figure 3-4. Modified SAS2H 1-D model for YYYN4

3.5.2 BWR Assembly Burnup Comparisons

This section provides a summary of the process to assess the reactivity worth of going from an
explicit assembly representation (GRCASMO3) to a simplified representation (SAS2H)
MOO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.4. Four fuel assemblies from two BWRs were chosen for
this analysis as discussed in Section 2.1. All four assemblies were evaluated using SAS2H with
a 44-group cross section library and GRCASMO3 with a 40-group library. For SAS2H, the
assemblies were represented using the modified “Path B” approach discussed in Section 3.5.1.
Namely, a series of homogenized annular regions was formed with a Gd fuel rod located in the
center. The control blade for the C14 and FOS operating histories was represented as the outer
ring. A 10-node-axial format was used for the SAS2H representation to reduce the total number
of calculations required. To do this, the 24 or 25-node information was volumetrically averaged
to obtain the necessary input for 10 nodes. For the controlled histories, the control blade
insertion times were approximated for the times the blade was inserted for less than the entire
step. If the blade was inserted for at least half the depletion step, it was inserted for the whole
step. Likewise, if the blade was inserted for less than half the depletion step, it was neglected for
that whole step.

The assemblies were also modeled in GRCASMO?3 for a 24 or 25-node-axial format using
information from nuclear power-producing utilities (MO0109SPADRNO04.003). The individual
fuel rods were represented with their respective U*>* and Gd enrichments. Two different
operating history resolutions were used for GG1 assemblies. The first was a detailed operating
history taken from core-follow information with the control blade insertion time accurately
represented. The second was a coarser operating history in which the only depletion points
entered corresponded to those used in the SAS2H calculations. Only this second type of
operating history was used for the QC2 assemblies since no further detail was supplied by the
utility. For all assemblies, the GRCASMO?3 isotopic results were then averaged to correspond to
the 10-node-axial format for comparison to the SAS2H results.
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Finally, the SAS2H 10-node-axial format was also represented using GRCASMO3. For these

cases, the input (e.g., fuel temperature, void history) were collapsed prior to running
GRCASMO3. (The 24 (QC2) or 25 (GG1) nodes used in GRCASMO3 calculations were
collapsed as shown in Table 3-8.).

For each of the above cases, the calculated end-of-life isotopic concentrations for 24 isotopes
were used as the fuel specification in an MCNP infinite lattice model for each node of the 10-
node-axial format. Comparison of the resulting ki,r values gives an indication of the change in
reactivity due to the change in isotopics from the different cases.

The fuel densities for QC2 were calculated using the mass and volume of the fuel. For these
assemblies, the mass and nodal lengths for the 10-node-axial format are given in Table 2-4. For
the 24-node-axial format, the density of the corresponding 10-node-axial format was used. The
density was calculated using the formula density = mass/(nr® * axial length * # fuel rods *
0.8815), where mass, axial length, and # fuel rods are given in Table 2-4, r is the fuel radius
(0.5207 cm), and 0.8815 is the fraction of uranium in the fuel (UO,).

Table 3-8. SAS2H Nodal Breakdown

SAS2H Corresponding GRCASMO3 Nodes®
Node QC2-Type C QC2-Type F GG1-Type G
10° 24 23-24 24-25
9 20-23 20-22 23
8 17-19 17-19 21-22
7 14-16 14-16 17-20
6 11-13 11-13 13-16
5 9-10 9-10 10-12
4 6-8 6-8 7-9
3 4-5 4-5 5-6
2 2-3 2-3 2-4
1 1 1 1

Source: MO0109SPADRN04.003

NOTES: ® Each GRCASMO3 node represents 6 inches of fuel.
® Node 10 is top of assembly.

The control blade specifications used in the GRCASMO3 cases were derived from the
information in Table 2-6. Figure 2-1 shows a typical control blade. The default absorber
material in GRCASMO3 was used; however, the specification for the structural materials was
calculated to homogenize the water and steel.

The information used in the SAS2H cases is given in Table 3-9. Equations 3-5 through 3-12 of
Section 3.5.1 were used to calculate the SAS2H radii listed in Table 3-9.
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Table 3-9. Necessary Dimensions for SAS2H Cases — All Lattices
(All dimensions given in cm)

Reactor QC2 | Qcz | aC2 | aC2 | QCc2 | @c2 | ac2 | GGl | GG1 | GGf
Lattice Type C C C F F F F G G G
SAS2H Node(s) 1 29 10 1 | 279 | 8 10 | 110 | 2379 46
ﬁ“‘:‘%er rod clad rad, NA 05321 NA | NA | 0532105321 | NA | NA | 04736 | 0.4736
Avg Gdrodeladrad, | \jA 106134 | NA | NA | 0613406134 | NA | NA | 05504 | 05504
# Fuel rods 60 60 51 60 60 60 | 545 | 76 76 76
# Gd rods 0 9 0 0 9 11 0 0 10 9
# water/spacer rods 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 5 5 5
ﬁl‘;‘ge;"ate’ rod rad, 12281 | N/A [1.2281 12281 | NA | NA |1.2281 06215 NA | NA
ﬁ:f’e‘r”ate" rod rad, 13004 | N/A | 13094 | 13094 N/A | NA | 1.3004 | 06607 NA | NA
Pin Pitch 16256 | 1.6256 | 1.6256 | 1.6256 | 1.6256 | 1.6256 | 1.6256 | 1.4300 | 1.4300 | 1.4300
Channel width, inner | 13.4061 | 13.4061 | 13.4061 | 13.4061 | 13.4061 | 13.4061 | 13.4061 | 13.2461 | 13.2461|13.2461
Channel width, outer | 13.8125|13.8125|13.8125 13.8125|13.8125|13.8125|13.8125 13.8557  13.8557 | 13.8557
Assembly pitch 1524 | 1524 | 1524 | 1524 | 1524 | 1524 | 1524 | 1524 | 1524 | 15.24
1
t/;i‘;“’('r‘lg;’s'ab’ade 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962 | 0.3962
Control blade length | 24.3688 | 24.3688 |24.3688 | 24.3688 | 24.3688 | 24.3688 | 24.3688 | 24.3688 | 24.3688 | 24.3688
SAS2H Radii
Gd/Water rod 1.2281 | 05321 | 1.2281 | 1.6002 | 0.5321 | 0.5321 | 1.6002 | 0.6215 | 0.4736 | 0.4736
clgﬂi‘ggte’md 1.3094 | 0.6134 | 1.3094 | 1.7018 | 0.6134 | 0.6134 | 1.7018 | 0.6607 | 0.5424 | 0.5424
In-channel
on-chanr 1.8343 | 0.9171 | 1.8343 | 1.8343 | 0.9171 | 0.9171 | 1.8343 | 1.8041 | 0.8068 | 0.8068
Homogenized fuel | 7.3372 | 2.3681 | 6.8017 | 7.3372 | 2.3681 | 2.1420 | 7.0148 | 7.2612 | 2.2242 | 2.3445
Channel 75733 | 2.4493 | 7.0558 | 7.5733 | 2.4493 | 2.2155 | 7.2615 | 7.6147 | 2.3394 | 2.4660
Bypass moderator | 8.4176 | 2.8059 | 8.4176 | 8.4176 | 2.8059 | 2.5380 | 8.4176 | 8.4176 | 2.6619 | 2.8059
Control blade 8.5082 | 2.8661 | 8.5982 | 8.5982 | 2.8661 | 2.5025 | 8.5082 | 8.5982 | 2.7190 | 2.8661

Source: MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Table 4-21

#Control blade information

taken from Quad Cities 1 due to lack of non-proprietary data for use in

SAS2H model. The blade length for the SAS2H model is defined as the length of the blade seen by the
assembly (i.e., blade length at the top of the assembly + blade length at the side of the assembly). This is
calculated using the following formula: 2*blade length — overlapping length (1/2 blade thickness).
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The density found in the SAS2H input files for the fuel material is the density smeared to the
clad inner radius. For the QC2 densities, 10.490 g/em’ for Type C and 10.535 g/cm3 for Type F

were used to calculate the smeared density. The formula used for this was pg = py, *R?p / Rzl ,

where pg, and pg are the fuel densities based on the fuel pellet area and the clad area,
respectively and R, and Ry, are the clad and fuel pellet inner radii, respectively.

For the GG1 fuel material densities, the same method as applied to the QC2 assemblies was used
for GG1 for the SAS2H inputs. Table 2-5 lists the information needed to determine the fuel
densities for the SAS2H case. Fuel pellet and inner clad radii used were for the average of all 76
fuel rods.

In both the GRCASMO3 and SAS2H cases, the values for the U234, U236, and U?® weight
percents were calculated with the following formulas (CRWMS M&O 1999c, p. 14):

wi% U2 =0.007731 * (wt% U»?)1 %
wt% U® = 0.0046 * (wt% U™)
wi% U™ =100 — [(wi% U™) + (wt% U™ + (wt% U™)]

The weight percents given in the Gd material specifications were calculated using the formulas
outlined in CRWMS M&O 1999c, pp. 15-16, for all assemblies in this analysis. All other
material specifications other than coolant (e.g., clad, control blade) were also included in this
reference. Coolant density for each reactor type is taken to be for saturated water at the given
pressure (FCF 1999, MO0106SPASTA00.005).

The time length for each depletion step in SAS2H was determined using the EFPD of each state
point (point at which burnup history information is available). If these steps were longer than 70
EFPD, they were broken into the number of intervals needed so that each interval was less than
70 EFPD. Temperatures and specific powers remained throughout the entire state point time
step. For moderator density, the value of the density changed linearly in each interval of the
state point time step and the value corresponding to the middle of the interval was used for that
entire interval. For example, in Cycle 6 of QC2, one state point corresponded to 180.3 EFPD,
which was broken down into three intervals of 60.1 EFPD each. The moderator density value
listed in the previous state point, as 0.5630, was the beginning value for this state point while the
value, 0.5720, listed for this state point was considered the final moderator density value.
Linearly varying the moderator density from 0.5630 to 0.5720 and taking three equal steps leads
to moderator density values of 0.5645, 0.5675, and 0.5705 for the intervals in that state point.

Power for the SAS2H cases was calculated using the formula given by Equation 3-13.

power-s = delta_bu * 10’ *(1/delta_efpd) * mass
(Eq. 3-13)

where
power-s = power used for SAS2H calculations (MW)
delta_bu = exposure increment (GWd/mtU)

delta_efpd = time step increment (days)
mass = mass of fuel (mtU).
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The power density used in the GRCASMO3 cases was expressed in W/g and found using the
formula given by Equation 3-14.

power-g = delta_bu * 10° * mass *(1/delta_efpd) / (mass * 10°)
= delta_bu *10* *(1/delta_efpd)
(Eq. 3-14)
where

power-g = power used for GRCAMSO3 calculations (W/g)
delta_bu = exposure increment (GWd/mtU)

delta_efpd = time step increment (days)

mass = mass of fuel (mtU)

GRCASMO3 and SAS2H were used to calculate the concentrations of certain isotopes in the fuel

regions. The results were then used in MCNP to determine the ki;r of the node. GRCASMO3

calculated the isotopics in the form of atoms/barn-cm based on the lattice volume. The atom

density values were re-normalized before use in MCNP to correspond to the fuel volume. For

SAS2H, the isotopic concentrations were given in grams, which were converted to atom
densities before use in MCNP.

3.5.3 PWR Radio-Chemical Assay Comparisons

This section provides a summary of the comparison of the results of using the SAS2H sequence
available in the SCALE code package and GRCASMO3 to generate the isotopic inventories of
spent nuclear fuel (SNF) (MOO109SPADRNO04.003, Section 4.6). The calculations consider
RCA information from PWR fuel samples taken from Calvert Cliffs (CRWMS M&O 1997a)
Unit 1 and Turkey Point Unit 3 (CRWMS M&O 1997b). Pin cell models were developed using
MCNP to provide examples of impact, in terms of Akes resulting from differences in SAS2H
predicted inventories, GRCASMO?3 predicted inventories, and measured isotopic inventories.
The inputs used are described in Section 2.2.4. Isotopic inventories predicted by GRCASMO3
and SAS2H were compared by calculating percentage differences for each isotope measured.
Additionally, SNF material weight fractions were calculated for measured, SAS2H-calculated,
and GRCASMO3-calculated isotopic inventories. These material specifications were placed in
infinite pin-cell calculations using MCNP to quantify differences in kins resulting from changes in
isotopic inventory. Frequently, large percentage differences in isotopic concentrations occur
because of differences in very small numbers. Comparisons of effects of isotopic differences on
kin in a reactivity model provides a more realistic understanding of the net reactivity impact
resulting from small isotopic inventory differences.
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4. RESULTS
4.1 LATTICE ENRICHMENT SMEARING RESULTS

This section summarizes the results from MOO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 5.1. For each
configuration and void condition, isotopic concentration and kiyr results using the discrete and
smeared cases were compared. For each of the isotopics listed in Table 4-1, the relative
difference between the smeared and discrete atom densities was calculated using the formula
(Ni smeared — Ni giscrete)/Ni giscretes Where N; is the atom density for the ith isotope. These are a subset
of the principal isotopes (YMP 2000, p. 3-34) which are available in the GRCASMO3 library.
The difference in kinr was taken as Kinfsmeared — Kinfdiscrete FOr the 6x6 (GUC) and 7x7 (Cooper)
lattices, end of life is considered to be 40 GWd/mtU. For the 8x8 and 9x9 (GG1) lattices, EOL is
55 GWd/mtU. Table 4-2 shows the differences in kiyr at beginning of life (BOL), middle of life
(MOL), and end of life (EOL) for all voids. For all lattices, the differences in ki,r at BOL
represent the maximum differences over all burnups.

Table 4-1. List of Isotopes Considered in Analysis

Rh103 Sm149 Eu155 U238 Pu241
Ag109 sm150 Gd155 (a) Np237 Pu242
Nd143 Sm151 U234 Pu238 Am241
Nd145 Sm152 U235 Pu239 Am242m
sm147 Eu1 53 U236 Pu240 Am243

NOTE: 2 As a fission product.

Figures 4-1 through 4-11 show graphical representations of the relative differences in the
isotopic concentrations at EOL. As evident by the graphs, the relative differences for all isotopes
at EOL are within 4% with the exception of U**. The EOL, MOL, and BOL differences for U?*°
are shown in Figures 4-12 through 4-14, respectively, for all lattice types. Figure 4-12 shows
that the U** is consistently under predicted by the smeared model at EOL, (i.e., for all lattices
and all voids) the smeared model burns more U than the discrete model at EOL. This same
trend is seen for the relative difference in U**° at MOL. However, the differences at MOL
(Figure 4-13) are smaller than at EOL. The maximum difference at EOL is over —14% (for
GG1-A) while the maximum difference at MOL is less than —3.1% (for Cooper). For BOL, the
amount of U in the assembly should be the same between the discrete and smeared models.

This is, in fact, seen in Figure 4-14 by the very small relative differences (between -0.10% and
0.10%).

Also using Figures 4-12 through 4-14, observations concerning void effect can be seen. Namely,
as void increases, the relative difference of U**° becomes smaller at EOL. For the GG1-A
lattice, the difference between 0% and 80% void values is greater than 6%. At MOL, all
differences in the 0%, 40%, and 80 % void values are within 0.5%. For BOL, the 0%, 40%, and
80% void values are the same, as expected since all fuel is fresh.
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Table 4-2. Ak; at BOL, MOL, and EOL for All Lattices

Vil gad AKipg
wt%’ wt%’ BOL” | MOL | EOL

0 Void

GUC 6x6 2.40 0 0.0049 0.0012 -0.0012
Cooper 7x7 2.50 34 0.0218 0.0058 -0.0045
GG1-A 8x8 2.99 3 0.0213 0.0080 -0.0034
GG1-M 9x9 345 0 0.0052 0.0033 -0.0015
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 0 0.0085 0.0048 -0.0021
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 3.5 0.0142 0.0050 -0.0022
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 7 0.0145 0.0050 -0.0022
GG1-M 9x9 4.56 0 0.0053 0.0050 -0.0009
GG1-M 9x9 4.37 0 0.0082 0.0071 -| -0.0025
GG1-M 9x9 4.37 35 0.0139 0.0070 -0.0024
GG1-M 9x9 4.37 7 0.0144 0.0067 -0.0024
40 Void

GUC 6x6 2.40 0 0.0042 0.0010 -0.0010
Cooper 7x7 2.50 34 0.0216 0.0055 -0.0031
GG1-A 8x8 2.99 3 0.0208 0.0069 -0.0032
GG1-M 9x9 3.45 0 0.0047 0.0029 -0.0012
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 0 0.0076 0.0042 -0.0020
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 35 0.0142 0.0043 -0.0020
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 7 0.0146 0.0044 -0.0019
GG1-M 9x9 4.56 0 0.0047 0.0043 -0.0002
GG1-M 9x9 4.37 0 0.0073 0.0059 -0.0013
GG1-M 9x9 4.37 3.5 0.0140 0.0061 -0.0012
GG1-M 9x9 4.37 7 0.0145 0.0047 -0.0012
80 Void

GUC 6x6 2.40 0 0.0032 0.0007 -0.0008
Cooper 7x7 2.50 34 0.0203 0.0041 -0.0018
GG1-A 8x8 2.99 3 0.0187 0.0054 -0.0018
GG1-M 9x9 3.45 0 0.0039 0.0021 -0.0007
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 0 0.0061 0.0029 -0.0011
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 3.5 0.0138 0.0038 -0.0010
GG1-M 9x9 3.31 7 0.0142 0.0042 -0.0010
GG1-M 9x9 4.56 0 0.0039 0.0031 0.0002
GG1-M 9x9 437 0 0.0058 0.0041 -0.0005
GG1-M 9x9 4.37 35 0.0136 0.0055 -0.0001
GG1-M 9x9 437 7 0.0141 0.0053 0.0000

NOTES: # Average enrichment

® Differences in kin at BOL are the maximum differences over all burnups.

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00

4-2

May 2002



1.00%

.
2 ® & ® & & & & & R

Q Q f=4 (=]
@ 8 3 8 ot 8 3 3 3 8
e s 9 v < & & ® 9 3

91,001 (2121981pp (2191951 - PasEaLISN|)

£¥T56

Zrese

(32413

tAZA ]

LZrs

oreye

6EZYE

8ETYE

LETEB

8€eT6

9£7T6

SELTe

pELZE

SS9

S5ieg

£51€9

[A°1 4]

16129

as1z9

6129

JAQ%Ac)

i)

£viog

80LL¥

€0ist

|s0 void 0340 void T80 void |

t EOL, GUC 6x6 Fuel Assembly

ions a
avg. enr., no Gd)

235
U

(2.40 wt%

Figure 4-1. Relative Difference (To Discrete) for Isotopic Concentrat

May 2002

4-3

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00




4.00%

R R o &R R ® R R
o o (=1 (=

8 8 =] 8 =1 8 3 3
o o o < w0 [+e3 o o
b ¥ 7 0 e g

%,00 (81219510 j(2121951D)-PaIEBWSN )}

[04%)

THIse

L¥Zs6

4245}

3744-]

oFZHe

6EZY6

1A 4c

LETE6

8ETT6

9ETC6

GETTE

PETTO

SS18

G51E9

€519

[4:1242]

15129

05128

6¥128

r1Z9

Sk 108

€109

8§01y

£o0LSY

D0 void 040 void 080 void [

fference (to discrete) for isotopic concentrations at EOL, Cooper 7x7 Fuel Assembly
Gd)

(2.50 wt% U avg. enr., 3.4 wt%

Figure 4-2. Relative d

May 2002

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



4.00%

2.00%

-2.00%
-4.00%
-8.00%
-8.00%
-10.00%
-12.00%

%00 _‘«T«Eom_uz Raﬁsm_uzu quoEmZ&

-14.00%

-16.00%

£¥ZS6

pest

1¥TS6

f4744:]

(3744

orZy6

BETYE

8ETHE

267686

8T8

o4 ]

S€TT6

$ETTO

S5ib9

551€9

£51€9

5129

15129

05128

6Y 129

17129

S¥109

£v109

80LLY

€olsy

| 90 void 340 void 080 void |

Figure 4-3. Relative difference (to discrete) for isotopic concentrations at EOL,GG1-A 8x8 Fuel Assembly
(2.99 wt% U?*° avg. enr., 3.0 wt% Gd)

May 2002

4-5

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



2.00%

£v2%8
fA:74"15)
[324°13)
[AZAL]
Wevs
ovevs
66Lv6
8czv8
£2e6
86
96226
cczze
veezs
s5149
ssiea
esiee
519
15129
0s1iz9
6¥129
w129
Sr109
£v109
B01LY
£01SF

8 &8 & 8 L & E B B B

- =° - o @ T 0w ® N ®

%400 _.«nm«u._ow_vzmnuﬁ._um_uz. uu._auEmZﬁ

May 2002

, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel Assembly

U®° avg. enr., no Gd)

¢ concentrations at EOL
4-6

(3.31 Wt%

[0 void G40 void mg0 void |

Figure 4-4. Relative difference (to discrete) for isotopi

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



2.00%

1.00%

0.00% A
-1.00%
-200%
-3.00%
-4.00%
-5.00%
-6.00%
-7.00%

%00 (1R 1sIPN (eI 108 Ip-PaIEaWSN])

-8.00%

E¥TS6

Trese

(324°]

A 7A7]

(22445

1j247]

BETHE

8ETYB

LE2EB

8€TTH

9£726

SETT6

¥ETL6

238 )

gGieg

€51€8

[4s3%5]

15128

05129

6%129

7128

Syi0g

£v109

60LLt

€015Y

|u 0 void 340 void M 80 void |

avg. enr., 3.5 wt% Gd)

235

Figure 4-5. Relative difference (to discrete) for isotopic concentrations at EOL, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel
Assembly (3.31 wit% U

May 2002

4-7

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



2.00%

2 R R R 82 ® g R
8 2 3 3 3 8 3 =1 8 m
- © = o @ T @ ® 5 =

oy 00 v«au«uhuw_vzhﬂuum_um_uz..uu._onnZS

£+ZS6
424513
vemwm
[AZ47]
3745
0¥Zy6
6ETYE
8ETYE
L6266
8ETT8
9€TZ6
244
peZB
SSL¥9
gsle9
€51€9
[4424:]
15128
05128
6v129
JAQEA]
Sbi09
£v109
60LiY

£0LSY

©0 void @40 void M 80 void |

Relative difference (to discrete) for isotopic concentrations at EOL, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel
Assembly (3.31 wt% U?*® avg. enr., 7.0 wt% Gd)

6.

Figure 4

May 2002

4-8

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



1.00%

q
2 2 ® ® ® R
8 3 =] 3 g 3
s < o @ * @

%00 r«nm«whom_uz _Rus._ow_uz.. uu._auEmzno

E¥TS6

[474° ]

3241

(474

Wevs

0):74°

6ECTHE

8ETHE

LETEB

8T

9676

SETT6

vEZZE

SSivs

gs1e9

£51€9

519

15129

05129

[ 4%4c]

2¢129

Sv109

7108

601LL¥

€015%

| 80 void 40 void m80 void \

Figure 4-7. Relative difference (to discrete) for isotopic concentrations at EOL, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel Assembly

avg. enr., no Gd)

235

(3.45 wt% U

49 May 2002

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



200%

.
8 ® 8 2 8 & 2 #

[=3 [=1 o (=]
3 3 = 3 8 8 =] 3
- ° < o @ T @ @

%00 1. (218D _Rmum._om_uz.. paeawsN}}

£HZS6

(47405

3 24°13)

fAZAY]

Wive

oyZre

6E7Y6

gECYE

287€6

8€Z26

9ETT6

SETT6

PeTZ6

SSIva

ccles

£51E9

5128

15128

05129

6¥129

FAJ A

St109

£v109

801k

£olsy

lnu void G40 void @80 voi |

avg. enr., no Gd)

235

Figure 4-8. Relative difference (to discrete) for isotopic concentrations at EOL, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel Assembly
‘ (4.37 wt% U

May 2002

4-10

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



2.00%

(ad
|rrizd
[ d
|
2 2 R 2 2 2 2 2
o o
8 8 3 8 =] 3 g 3
- B < & @ T @ @

/4,001 (812281219 198IpN-PaRawS) )}

2 74= ]

[4 A

Wese

[A2453]

[2744]

117443

6ETHE

SELyE

axax:]

8£TT6

9egzs

SETTH

%443

SSip9

Ggieg

€51€9

5128

15129

05129

6v129

£¥128

S¥109

£¥109

60LiY

EQLSY

lm 0 void 340 void M 80 void |

) for isotopic concentrations at EOL, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel

avg. enr., 3.5 wt% Gd)

to discrete

35

{

Relative difference
Assembly (4.37 wt% U

Figure 4-9.

4-11 May 2002

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



2.00%

1.00%

0.00%
-1.00%
-2.00%
-3.00%
-4.00%

94,00 L (2181951 (2101081p\ - paeaws) [}

-5.00%

-6.00%

£¥256

A4

(2 24°}

(47445

(344}

11247

BECHE

8ETYE

LETES

8€TT6

Eix44:]

SETT6

beezs

SS1P9

SGleg

£51E9

A=) <]

15128

05129

6¥128

%128

St 109

E¥108

60LiY

€015

|u0 void 0340 void 180 void |

o discrete) for isotopic concentrations at EOL, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel
avg. enr., 7.0 wt% Gd)

Relative difference (3t
LJZ 5

Assembly (4.37 wt%

Figure 4-10.

May 2002

4-12

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00



1.00%

0.50%

0.00% 1§

-0.50%

-1.00%

-1.50%

((Nsmeared "l\lﬂist:rete)jI Ndiscrete)x'l 00%

-200%

-250%

-3.00%
fa] @ ~ w0 ~ =2 o hnd o~ fo2d el b o v =] «© ~~ o m o - o - N “©
o Q < « < <+ 1] w n n w0 5] [} © 0 0 2] o] =8 = = = = =
= - = - - - - - - P - - N o o™~ o N o~ N [ o~ o o~ o~ o
(] ~ Q 2 o o o o o ] [ = o o ] o (vl - - b=y ~ < e} v 0
- -+ o w w o w w w o w (=2 o (=] [+ (=2 @ D @ @ o =] (=2 (=]

| 0 void 040 void W80 void

Figure 4-11. Relative difference (to dlscrete) for |sotop|c concentrations at EOL, GG1-M 9x9 Fuel
Assembly (4.56 wt% U?* avg. enr., no Gd)

guc-noGd-  cooper-Gd-  gg1-8-5Gd3- ggt-m-0Gd0- g(g;dSrg gg1-m-9Gd7- gg1-m-0Gd0- gg1-m-0Gd0- gg;an; gg1-m-8Gd7- ggl-m-0Gd0-
enr2.40 enr2.50 enr2.99 enr3.3t enr3.31 enr3.31 enr3.45 enr4 37 enr4 .37 enr4.37 enr4 56
0.00% T N - 3 N N N = 3
N -: N N N N -: NE
o oo \
\ :5 N N N \ :5 = \
-2.00% - \ \ -. \ i \ \ \ \ = \ \ P \
-1l R R B2 2B
. ] N 3: \ \ \ \ 3: \ 3:
g N5 I\Z I\ NS
T 500% 35 :E % § §
2 T
§ -8.00% 35
3 N N
§ t000% § ::
= -12.00% § -
§ D0 void
-14.00% & 340 voict l—
| 80 void
-16.00%

Figure 4-12. Relative difference (to discrete) for U*° at EOL

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 4-13 May 2002



«Nsmeared -Ndiscrete)!Ndiscrete):" 00%

((Nsmeared -Ndiscrete)deiscre(e)t" 00%

-0.05% -

-0.10%
0 void
0340 void
m 80 void
-0.15%

gg1-m- ggl-m-
guc-noGd-  cooper-Gd-  gg1-a-5Gd3- ggt-m-0Gd0- 9Gd35- gg1-m-9Gd7- ggt-m-0Gd0- gg1-m-0GdO- 9Gd35- 991-m-9Gd7- gg1-m-0Gd0-
enr2.40 enr2.50 ent2.99 enr3.31 enr3.31 enr3.31 enr3.45 enr4.37 enr4.37 enr4 37 enrd 56

3
I~\

0.00% -

Z

-0.50% -

77
V2277777777

-1.00% -

-1.50% 1

-2.00%

-2.50%
0 void

-3.00% Q40 void [
m 80 void

-3.50%

. . . . 235
Figure 4-13. Relative difference (to discrete) for U~ at MOL (20 GWd/mtU)
gg1-m- ggl-m-
guc-noGd-  cooper-Gd-  gg1-a-5Gd3- gg1-m-0Gd0- 9G35 gg1-m-9Gd7- gg1-m-0Gd0- ggt-m-0Gd0- SGd35- gg1-m-9Gd7- gg1-m-0Gd0-
enr2.40 enr2.50 enr2.99 enr3.31 enr3.31 enr3.31 enr3.45 enr4.37 enrd 37 enr4 37 enr4.56

0.10%

0.05%

0.00% -

7777777777777

Figure 4-14. Relative difference (to discrete) for U*** at BOL (0 GWd/mtU)

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 4-14 May 2002



The differences in kinr between the smeared and discrete cases as a function of burnup are shown
in Figures 4-15 through 4-21. Figures 4-22 and 4-23 show the difference in kiys for all lattice
types at BOL and EOL, respectively. Over all burnups and voids, the differences between the
smeared and discrete ki s values are between -0.004 and 0.022. At EOL, the smeared model
under predicts U?® relative to the discrete model. In addition, ki at EOL is slightly under
estimated by the smeared model for all lattice types and at all voids with two exceptions. For the
GG1-M lattice, 4.37 wt% U average enrichment, 9 Gd rods at 7 wt%, 80% void fraction, the
smeared model predicts the same kiyr as the discrete model, and for the GG1-M lattice, 4.56 wt%
U average enrichment, no Gd, 80% void fraction, the smeared model over predicts ki,s by less
than 0.0002 Ak;,r at EOL. For BOL, where the effects of averaging the enrichments are most
pronounced, kiyr is over estimated for all lattice types and void conditions by as much as 0.0218
Akins.
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Figure 4-15. Ak vs. BU for GUC 6x6 Fuel Assembly (2.40 wt% U?* avg. enr., no Gd)
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4.2 BWR STANDARD GADOLINIA ROD PATTERN RESULTS

This section summarizes the results from MOO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 5.2 on the
comparison of lattice reactivity as a function of burnup for the “design” lattice to the “standard
gadolinia position” lattice. Individual maps of standard gadolinia fuel rod locations based on the
guidelines given in Table 3-1 is provided in Figures 4-24 through 4-32.

The GRCASMO3 ki, results for 7, 9, and 12 Gd rod lattices were plotted to illustrate trends and
effects. In the following figures case “DD” represents the design enrichment pattern with the
design gadolinia rod pattern for the lattice. Case “DS” represents the design enrichment pattern
with the “standard” gadolinia rod pattern for the lattice. Case “AS” represents the average
enrichment pattern with the “standard” gadolinia rod pattern for the lattice. Case DD is used as
the benchmark reactivity case. Case DS is compared to case DD to demonstrate the differences
in reactivity which can be expected in using only the standardized gadolinia rod patterns while
maintaining the design enrichment pattern in MCNP. Case AS is compared to case DD to
demonstrate the differences in reactivity that can be expected in using these standardized
gadolinia rod patterns in MCNP. The GRCASMO?3 results for these cases are plotted in Figures
4-33, 4-34, and 4-35. Figures 4-36, 4-37, and 4-38 plot the differences in kiys for the DD-DS and
DD-AS cases, respectively.

Case AD in Figures 4-35 and 4-38 represents the average enrichment pattern with the design Gd

rod pattern for the lattice. The comparison between Cases DD and AD show only the effect on
reactivity of using an average enrichment value.

‘ 2 3 45 6 7 8 9

H 8 8

|
Figure 4-24. Standard Gadolinia Fuel Rod Lattice Map for 9x9-5 8Gd Fuel

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 4-21 May 2002



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
A
B 9 9 9
C
D
E 9 9
E
G 9
H 9 9 9

[

Figure 4-25. Standard Gd fuel rod lattice map for 9x9-5 9 Gd fuel
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Figure 4-26. Standard Gd fuel rod lattice map for 9x9-5 10 Gd fuel
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Figure 4-27. Standard Gadolinia Fuel Rod Lattice Map for 8x8-4 7Gd Fuel
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Figure 4-28. Standard Gadolinia Fuel Rod Lattice Map for 8x8-4 8Gd Fuel
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Figure 4-30. Standard Gadolinia Fuel Rod Lattice Map for 8x8-4 10Gd Fuel
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Figure 4-31. Standard Gadolinia Fuel Rod Lattice Map for 8x8-4 11Gd Fuel
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Figure 4-32. Standard Gadolinia Fuel Rod Lattice Map for 8x8-4 12Gd Fuel
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Figure 4-33. GRCASMO3 Ak;s Results for 7 Gadolinia Rod Lattice
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Figure 4-34. GRCASMO3 Ak;s Results for 9 Gadolinia Rod Lattice
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Figure 4-35. GRCASMOZ3 k;,; Results for 12 Gadolinia Rod Lattice
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Figure 4-36. GRCASMO3 Ak Results for 7 Gadolinia Rod Lattice
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Figure 4-38. Delta GRCASMO3 k; Results for 12 Gadolinia Rod Lattice
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4.3 PWR BURNABLE POISON EFFECTS RESULTS

This section provides a summary of information from MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 5.5.

Plots of the results of the IBA (Figures 4-39 through 4-46) and BPR (Figures 4-47 through 4-50)
analyses show the reactivity difference of “poisoned” and “unpoisoned” as a function of burnup
for fuel with the same initial enrichment. In all cases analyzed, the results indicate that the
reactivity effect from burnable absorbers on PWR SNF is generally small and well behaved
(smoothly varying as a function of fuel burnup), and can be well characterized.

The kinr for gadolinia-bearing fuel is always less than that for the non-gadolinia fuel. The
difference, as shown in Figure 4-40, is less than 0.2 % Ak;,¢ near 45 GWd/mtU.

The kiys for erbia-bearing fuel is also always less than that for the non-erbia fuel. The difference,
as shown in Figure 4-42, is approximately 1 % Akiy near 45 GWd/mtU. The kinr for IFBA-
bearing fuel became greater than that for the non-IFBA fuel by less than 0.2 % Aki,s near 35
GWd/mtU where it began to decrease with further burnup, as shown in Figure 4-44.

The case for B4C-Al,O3 rods is different than the other IBA cases because the poison rods
actually replace uranium fuel rods in the assembly. A 16x16 CE-design fuel assembly
containing 12 B4C-Al,0; rods was analyzed using the same depletion method used for the other
IBAs. The difference in ki,r varied, almost monotonically, over the complete depletion range of

0 to 45 GWd/mtU from approximately —0.14 Aki,s to almost —0.002 Ak;,r as shown in Figure 4-
46.

For Pyrex BPRs, the effect on kiys shown in Figure 4-48 is approximately 2 % Akinr at the time of
removal and diminishes slightly with further irradiation. For WABAs irradiated for one cycle,
the effect on kiyr shown in Figure 4-50 is less than 1 % Ak;,s at the time of removal and
diminishes slightly with further irradiation. Both Pyrex and WABA results, plotted in Figures 4-
47 through 4-50, show similar neutronic behavior.

For Ag-In-Cd control rods, the effect on kiys is shown in Figure 4-51. The effect on Akj,r shown
in Figure 4-52 is approximately 3 % Akiys after depletion to 15 GWd/mtU, the time of removal,
and diminishes slightly with further irradiation. This case is not expected to occur in actual
reactor operation but is included to illustrate the expected effects on reactivity from depleting
with a control rod inserted for part of the fuel’s in-core operating history.

For Figures 4-40, 4-42, and 4-44, the curves at the right are blow-ups of the left curves and
correspond to the right y-axis. These curves were included to show the magnitude of the
changes at higher burnups where the differences were smaller than at BOL.
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Figure 4-39. GRCASMO3 k;y Results for Gadolinia Integral BA Rods
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Figure 4-40 Ak Results for Gadolinia Integral BA Rods at Cold Cask Conditions
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Figure 4-41. GRCASMO3 k;s Results for Erbia Integral BA Rods
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Figure 4-42. Aki Results for Erbia Integral BA Rods at Cold Cask Conditions
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Figure 4-44. AKy Results for IFBA Integral BA Rods at Cold Cask Conditions
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Figure 4-45. GRCASMO3 ks Results for B4,C Integral BA Rods
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Figure 4-46. Ak Results for B,C Integral BA Rods at Cold Cask Conditions
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Figure 4-48. Ak Results for Pyrex BPRs at Cold Cask Conditions
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Figure 4-49. GRCASMO3 ks Results for WABAs
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Figure 4-50. Ak;,; Results for WABAs at Cold Cask Conditions
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Figure 4-51. GRCASMO3 k¢ Results for a Lattice Controlled for Portions of its Depletion
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Figure 4-52. Ak Results for a Lattice Controlled During Parts of its Depletion
4.4 PWR FISSION PRODUCT WORTH RESULTS

This section provides a summary of information from MO0204SPABCF04.012, Section 5.
Table 4-3 shows the results of the GRCASMO?3 ki, calculations for storage cask conditions and
the fission product worth calculations. The table also reports the calculated values for kj,
Ap(FP), Ap(BE), and %Ap(FP).

Table 4-4 demonstrates the effect that changes in neutron spectrum have on the calculation of the
fraction fission product worth relative to the total burnup credit worth. The table considers only
the 3.7 wt% enriched U*°, 5-year cooled cases. The first RRX column contains the results of the
method described in Section 3.4.3. The next column (kif) shows the results of using a ki, value
calculated using GRCASMO3, without maintaining the best-estimate neutron spectrum. For
these cases, k, was calculated for the system after the fission products were removed, and k; was
the best-estimate case calculated by GRCASMO3 with all of the available isotopes considered.
The last two columns (%Ak (FP)) show the results, for the same cases, in terms of %Ak [%Ak =
100(k;-ko)/ko, where ko is for the fresh fuel case]. The reaction rate approach and the kinr
approach are both reported here also.

The results reported in Table 4-4 demonstrates that common errors can lead to significant

deviations for fission product worth. Care must be taken to maintain the proper neutron
spectrum. Also, it is important to work in terms of change in reactivity versus change in Kiys.
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Table 4-3. GRCASMO3 Results

s | owamy | | | @R | seme) | e
5-yr Cooling
0 1.27760 N/A N/A N/A N/A
2 10 1.13206 1.18520 -0.040 -0.101 39%
50 0.79388 0.90589 -0.156 -0.477 33%
0 1.43825 N/A N/A N/A N/A
10 1.30916 1.35894 -0.028 -0.069 41%
37 20 1.19995 1.27616 -0.050 -0.138 36%
30 1.09743 1.19413 -0.074 -0.216 34%
40 1.00074 1.11203 -0.100 -0.304 33%
50 0.91536 1.03604 -0.127 -0.397 32%
0 1.49486 N/A N/A N/A N/A
5 10 1.38127 1.42850 -0.024 -0.055 44%
50 1.02139 1.14473 -0.105 -0.310 34%
200-yr Cooling_;_
0 1.43825 N/A N/A N/A N/A
3.7 10 1.30414 1.34811 -0.025 -0.071 35%
50 0.79482 0.88763 -0.132 -0.563 23%

Table 4-4. Relative Fission Product Worths Based on GRCASMO3 Calculations

%Ap(FP) %Ak(FP)

Enrichment | Burnup RRX? Kint RRX? ' Kinf~
(wt % UZ) GWd/mtU

10 41% 51% 39% 48%

20 36% 46% 32% 42%

3.7 30 34% 46% 28% 40%

40 33% 47% 25% 38%

50 32% 48% 23% 37%

Notes: ®RRX - Indicates Reaction Rate Method for calculating k2.
® kinf - Indicates the use of an actinide-only kins without maintaining the actual neutron spectrum.

Table 4-5 displays the results of the MCNP calculations for the 3.7wt% U?’ enriched fuel, with
a cooling time of 5 years. Five different lattices were considered.

The first is an explicit representation of a 21-PWR assembly waste package. These calculations
represent the depleted fuel in the geometry and spectrum expected in a fully flooded waste
package. The second configuration considered is the same as the first, but with the boron in the
borated stainless steel replaced with aluminum. These calculations were performed to get an
estimate for the effect that the boron has on the worth of the fission products. The third
configuration is similar, but replaces the borated stainless steel thermal shunts with water. This
helps to quantify the magnitude of the effect that the displaced water has on the fission product
worth.

The last two configurations are infinite lattices. One considers the internal lattice of the waste
package but as an infinite lattice. This configuration maintains the assembly spacing and
includes the borated stainless steel.
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The last configuration is a representation of the GRCASMO?3 kiy¢ calculations. This is an infinite
lattice that maintains the geometry and assembly pitch that exists in the hypothetical reactor.
The results of %Ap estimations for these calculations are repeated in Table 4-6, along with the
“explicit waste package” results, for comparison to the GRCASMO3 results. The lower %Ap
values for the MCNP calculations result primarily from the exclusion of the lumped fission
products (GRCASMO3 isotopes 401 and 402) that are not available in the MCNP library.

Table 4-5. MCNP Results for 3.7wt% U®*® Enriched, 5-yr Cooled Cases

Case g | e KO | seee | a0p) | %aeE)
0 109330 N/A N/A NA__| NIA

10 100791 | 1.03389 20.077 -0.025 32%
3.7 20 003022 | 0.96855 0.160 20.043 27%
Explicit 30 0.86068 | 0.90890 0.247 20.062 25%
40 0.79437 | 0.84914 20.344 0.081 24%
50 0.74030_| _0.80018 20.436 20.101 23%
0 1.20063 N/A N/A N/A N/A
10 110606 | 1.13726 -0.071 20.025 35%
3.7 20 102336 |  1.06982 -0.144 20.042 29%
Boron 30 094519 | 1.00303 20.225 0.061 27%
Replaced 40 0.87563 | 0.94193 0.309 0.080 26%
50 0.81307 | 0.88536 0.307 20.100 25%
0 1.19881 N/A /A /A /A
3.7 10 110252 | 1.13318 20.073 20.025 34%
BSS 20 102180 |  1.06744 0.145 20.042 29%
Replaced 30 0.04682_|  1.00415 20.222 20.060 27%
by Water 40 0.87454 | 0.93972 | -0.309 20.079 26%
50 0.81387_| 0.88549 20.395 20.009 25%
0 114107 N/A N/A NIA /A
3.7 10 1.05226 | 1.08068 -0.074 20.025 34%
Infinite 20 0.7165 | 1.01383 20.153 20.043 28%
wp 30 0.80887 | 0.95179 20.236 20.062 26%
Lattice 40 0.83221 | 0.89271 -0.325 20.081 25%
50 0.77483_|  0.84001 0.414 20.101 24%
0 144371 N/A N/A N/A N/A
3.7 10 132022 |  1.36500 20.065 -0.025 38%
Infinite 20 122244 | 1.28936 0.125 20.042 34%
Reactor 30 113263 | 1.21709 20.190 20.061 32%
Lattice 40 1.05059 | 1.14784 -0.259 -0.081 31%
50 0.97903 | 1.08588 0.329 20.101 31%

Table 4-6. Comparison of MCNP and GRCASMO3 Results (%Ap)

MCNP GRCASMO3
Enrichment Burnup Explicit Infinite Infinite
(wt % U**?) GWd/mtu WP Reactor Lattice Reactor Lattice
10 32% 38% 41%
20 27% 34% 36%
3.7 30 25% 32% 34%
40 24% 31% 33%
50 23% 31% 32%
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Considering the results presented in Table 4-6, it is expected that the worth of the fission
products in a 21-PWR waste package will be between one quarter to one third of the total burnup
credit worth. However, this evaluation considered only unpoisoned fuel assemblies from PWRs.
Consideration should be given to the effect of burnable poisons and control rods on the isotopic
distributions (actinide build-up vs. fission product build-up). Also, consideration should be
given to the effect that PWR operations have on the isotopic distributions.

4.5 CODE-TO-CODE COMPARISON RESULTS
4.5.1 SAS2H BWR Control Blade Case Refinements

This section provides a summary of information from MO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 5.3.
Figures 4-53 through 4-65 provide plots of isotopic concentration comparisons between the
SAS2H original case, SAS2H modified case, and GRCASMO?3 case for node YYYN4. Isotopic
concentration is plotted as a function of burnup until discharge. Figure 4-53 shows the
comparison for Pu®’. Tt is apparent that inconsistencies exist between GRCASMO3 and SAS2H
cases during time where control blades are inserted. Effects from an over-hardened spectrum
show rapid buildup and subsequent depletion of Pu*¥ during and right after control blade
insertion. These effects are the product of the sum total of approximations required in SAS2H
for the representation of the heterogeneous BWR assembly lattice. This behavior is typical for
all of the different isotopes. With the modified SAS2H case, this effect still exists but with
smaller magnitude. The improvement in this predicted isotope concentration given the modified
SAS2H case is most notable at discharge (~45 GWd/mtU) where the remaining Pu** is in better
agreement with GRCASMO?3 results.

It is notable in Figure 4-64, that significant disagreement appears in the prediction of Gd'*’
concentrations between SAS2H and GRCASMO3. The Gd'*® concentration is over-predicted in
the GRCASMO3 case. The over-prediction of Gd'*® by GRCASMO3 is caused by problems in
the Eu'®® cross section data, which is based on ENDF/B-IV data. This version of the Eu'*® cross
section results in the Eu'> not converting quickly enough, and a higher percentage being
converted to Gd'*>. Thus an over-prediction of Gd"™ is expected with the version of
GRCASMO3 used in this analysis. Later versions of the Eu'> cross section data (ENDF/B-V
and ENDF/B-VI) address the problems but have not been included with GRCASMO3.
Furthermore, since it is understood why Gd'*’ is over-predicted, the results for other isotopes in
this study are valid.

Figure 4-66 provides a plot of bypass region thermal disadvantage factor for the original SAS2H
case, the modified SAS2H case and for the GRCASMO?3 case of node YYYN4. Bypass region
DFAC is plotted as a function of burnup. Modifications to the SAS2H case appear to improve
flux disadvantage factors (bypass region) when compared to GRCASMO3.

From analysis of isotopic concentration and flux disadvantage factor comparisons, it can be
concluded that the development of the modified SAS2H 1-D control blade case is an
improvement over the original modeling approach. Although there will always be significant
differences in results between 1-D and 2-D model of BWR fuel lattices, discharge isotopic
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concentrations predicted with the modified SAS2H case are expected to be closer to reality given
the limitations of 1-D model.
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Figure 4-53. Comparisons of Isotopic Concentrations for Pu®*®
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Figure 4-55. Comparisons of Isotopic Concentrations for Np**’
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Figure 4-56. Comparisons of Isotopic Concentrations for Am**'
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Figure 4-58. Comparisons of Isotopic Concentrations for Sm'*°
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Figure 4-60. Comparisons of Isotopic Concentrations for Sm'®?
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Figure 4-61. Comparisons of Isotopic Concentrations for Nd'*
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4.5.2 BWR Assembly Burnup Results

This section provides a summary of information from MOO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 5.4.
Several different cases were developed for each of the four assemblies to determine the isotopic
concentration at EOL. For the QC2 assemblies, two GRCASMO3 cases were developed: a 24-
node case with coarse operating history, and a 10-node case with coarse operating history. For
the GG1 assemblies, three GRCASMO?3 cases were developed: a 25-node case with detailed
operating history, a 25-node case with coarse operating history, and a 10-node case with coarse
operating history. For both QC2 and GG1 assemblies, a 10-node case with coarse operating
history was developed using SAS2H. For the 24 or 25-node cases, the EOL atom densities were
collapsed to coincide with the 10-node-axial format. For all ten nodes of all cases and
assemblies, the EOL atom densities for the isotopes listed in Table 4-7 were input into an MCNP
infinite lattice case to determine the nodal ki,r. Due to the known over-prediction of Ga'» by
GRCASMOS3 as discussed in Section 4.5.1, the Gd'* isotope is not included in this analysis.

Table 4-7. List of Isotopes Considered in Analysis

RR03 Sm'4 Eu'S Np? pu22

Ag'® Sm's° e pu2®8 Am2!

Ng™3 sm'™®! u2s pu Am242m
Nd ™8 Sm'®2 y2% P24 Am24

sm*? Eu'S Uy Pyt -

Comparisons were made to determine the effect on ki,r due to operating history resolution, axial
spacing, 1-D/2-D approximations, and total code-to-code effects. The results for each of these
are listed in Tables 4-8 through 4-11.

Table 4-8 shows that for the GG1 assemblies, the operating history resolution on a node-by-node
basis has less than a 2% difference in ki,r. The largest difference for both assemblies is seen in
the middle nodes (nodes 2-6) where the assembly is the highest burned. Also, it can be seen that
the difference in ki,r is greater for the controlled history than for the uncontrolled history. This
table shows that for all but two nodes, the difference between the coarse and detailed operating
histories was positive. That is, the kjr produced using isotopics from the coarse operating
history was greater than the kiys calculated using isotopics from the detailed operating history.
This comparison was not done for the QC2 assemblies since detailed operating history was not
available.

Table 4-9 shows the results of the axial format comparison using the 10-node and 24 or 25-node-
axial formats. As can be seen, the largest percent difference was 0.5% Aki,s for GG1, Type G,
controlled, node 7 and -0.5% Ak for GG1, Type G, uncontrolled, node 2. For the QC2
assemblies, the largest difference was —0.3% Akiys (nodes 2 and 9 of Type C), controlled.

The results of comparing the ki,r values using SAS2H and GRCASMO3 with the 10-node-axial
format information are found in Table 4-10. For this comparison, the operating information was
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the same for both codes. From the results, several observations can be noted. First, the
difference is larger in magnitude in the middle nodes for the uncontrolled cases. Also, for the
uncontrolled nodes, the k;,r value using the SAS2H isotopics was always less than the kinr value
using the GRCASMO3 isotopics for all enriched nodes. The largest difference for these
assemblies was —4.6% Aki,r for the QC2 uncontrolled assembly (nodes 7 and 8) and -4.5% Akinr
for the GG1 uncontrolled assembly (node 6).

For the controlled assemblies, the ki,r value using the SAS2H isotopics was greater than the kinr
value using the GRCASMO?3 isotopics for all controlled nodes except QC2, controlled, node 10
and GGI1, controlled, nodes 6 and 7. For these nodes, the k¢ value using the GRCASMO3
isotopics was greater than when using the SAS2H isotopics. This is also true for the nodes in
which a control blade had never been inserted. Table 4-12 lists the nodes that were bladed per
insertion for controlled assemblies, where an insertion is considered control blade insertion per
interval of each state point. As can be seen in Table 4-12, nodes 8-10 of the GG1 controlled
assembly never saw any control blades. For the QC2, Type C, controlled assembly, the largest
difference in magnitude was 9.0% Aki,s for node 4. For the controlled nodes of the GG1, Type G
assembly, the largest difference was 3.1% Aki,s for node 2. Overall, the largest difference in
magnitude for this assembly was found in node 8 (uncontrolled node) with a difference of —4.7%
AKing.

The results of comparing the ki, values using SAS2H and the best estimate GRCASMO3 case
are found in Table 4-11. For the QC2 assemblies, the best estimate case was the 24-node case
with coarse operating history. For the GG1 assemblies, the best estimate case was the 25-node
case with detailed operating history. For this analysis, the results are very similar to the 1-D/2-D
comparison. For the uncontrolled nodes, the ki, using the SAS2H isotopics was generally lower
than the ki,r using the GRCASMO3 isotopics. The controlled nodes showed opposite behavior
with the exceptions of node 10 of QC2, controlled, and node 7 of GG1, controlled. The largest
differences in magnitude for these assemblies were 8.9% Akiyr for the QC2 controlled assembly
(node 4), —4.6% Akj,s for the QC2 uncontrolled assembly (node 8), 3.6 and -4.3% Akiy¢ for the
GG controlled assembly (controlled node 3 and uncontrolled node 8, respectively), and -3.8%
Akins for the GG1 uncontrolled assembly (node 6).

Figure 4-67 shows a graphical representation of the relative differences by node in Kkins using
SAS2H and GRCASMO?3 best estimate case isotopics. Table 4-11 also shows the relative
differences in the EOL atom density values for U*** and Pu*®®. As can be seen, for uncontrolled
nodes, SAS2H tends to over-deplete U**® and under-convert Pu?*® relative to GRCASMO3. For
the controlled nodes of the GG1, Type G assembly, the opposite is seen: SAS2H tends to under-
deplete U™ and over-convert the Pu®*® relative to GRCASMO3. This is due to the hardened
spectrum in SAS2H caused by the control blade case encircling the entire assembly. For the
controlled nodes of QC2, Type C assembly, the trend was mixed: while SAS2H tended to over-

deplete the U*, it also tended to over-convert the Pu®’.

The results from Tables 4-8 through 4-11 show that there is a significant difference in k;,r found

using isotopics from SAS2H and GRCASMO3 with differences as large as 9% Ak;,r for nodes
controlled late in life, and 4.6% AKk;,r for enriched nodes that were never controlled. Additional
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analyses will be needed before appropriateness of the use of SAS2H for BWR spent fuel for
disposal criticality can be determined.

Table 4-8. ki Results of Operating History Resolution Comparisons Using
GRCASMO3 EOL Isotopic Concentrations

EOL BU Detailed Coarse 1
(10-node op. history? op. hist?
Node | case) kit | o kit | ) Akint® | % Akint ©

GG1 - Type G (controlled)
1 7.50 0.7089 0.0004 0.7110 0.0003 0.0021 0.3%
2 35.02 0.9456 0.0005 0.9474 0.0005 0.0018 0.2%
3 42.39 0.8887 0.0005 0.8955 0.0004 0.0068 0.8%
4 43.87 0.9055 0.0005 0.9201 0.0004 0.0146 1.6%
5 44 .43 0.9340 0.0005 0.9508 0.0005 0.0168 1.8%
6 42.62 0.9709 0.0005 0.9863 0.0005 0.0154 1.6%
7 38.93 1.0129 0.0005 1.0221 0.0005 0.0092 0.9%
8 34.15 1.0430 0.0005 1.0482 0.0005 0.0053 0.5%
9 27.89 1.0783 0.0005 1.0822 0.0005 0.0038 0.4%
10 9.42 0.7698 0.0004 0.7782 0.0004 0.0084 1.1%

GG1 - Type G (uncontrolled)
1 8.65 0.6964 0.0003 0.6959 0.0004 -0.0005 -0.1%
2 39.22 0.8953 0.0004 0.8937 0.0005 -0.0016 -0.2%
3 47.39 0.8240 0.0004 0.8292 0.0004 0.0053 0.6%
4 47.70 0.8567 0.0004 0.8674 0.0004 0.0107 1.2%
5 46.73 0.8997 0.0005 0.9102 0.0005 0.0105 1.2%
6 43.43 0.9499 0.0005 0.9590 0.0005 0.0090 1.0%
7 37.44 1.0081 0.0005 1.0133 0.0005 0.0051 0.5%

| 8 31.19 1.0537 0.0004 1.0567 0.0005 0.0029 0.3%
9 25.22 1.0892 0.0005 1.0918 0.0005 0.0026 0.2%
10 8.23 0.7680 0.0004 0.7703 0.0004 0.0022 0.3%

Notes: ? Atom densities were collapsed into the 10-node-axial format before use in
MCNP.
® Akinf = Keoarse — Kaetaies. The MCNP related standard deviation on all Akix values
was less than 0.0008.
€ % Akint = 100 Akin / Kaetaited
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Table 4-9.

EOL lIsotopic Concentrations

kint Results of Axial Format Comparisons Using GRCASMO3

24- (QC2)/ 25- .
EOL BU (GG1) 10-node case
(10-node | node cases *
Node | case) ket | o kit | o Akint® | % Akint ©
QC2 - Type C (controlled)
1 8.53 0.6945 | 0.0003 | 0.6945 | 0.0003 [ 0.0000 | 0.0%
2 32.66 0.8778 | 0.0004 | 0.8752 | 0.0005 | -0.0026 -0.3%
3 42.00 0.7847 | 0.0004 | 0.7851 0.0004 | 0.0004 0.1% |
4 44.37 0.7950 | 0.0004 | 0.7945 | 0.0004 | -0.0004 -0.1%
5 45.31 0.8200 | 0.0004 | 0.8193 | 0.0004 | -0.0006 -0.1%
6 45.19 0.8460 | 0.0004 | 0.8454 | 0.0005 | -0.0006 | -0.1%
7 43.87 0.8774 | 0.0005 | 0.8773 | 0.0004 | -0.0002 0.0%
8 40.63 0.9118 | 0.0004 | 0.9127 | 0.0005 | 0.0009 0.1%
9 29.16 0.9995 | 0.0005 | 0.9969 | 0.0004 | -0.0027 -0.3%
10 7.85 0.6756 | 0.0004 | 0.6756 | 0.0004 | 0.0000 0.0%
QC2 - Type F (uncontrolled)
1 745 0.6985 | 0.0003 | 0.6985 | 0.0003 | 0.0000 [ 0.0%
2 28.76 0.9243 | 0.0005 | 0.9228 | 0.0005 | -0.0015 -0.2%
3 37.22 0.8378 | 0.0004 | 0.8375 | 0.0004 | -0.0004 0.0%
4 39.32 0.8465 | 0.0005 | 0.8459 | 0.0004 | -0.0005 -0.1%
5 41.07 0.8773 | 0.0004 | 0.8773 | 0.0005 | 0.0000 0.0%
6 41.06 0.8994 | 0.0004 | 0.8990 | 0.0005 | -0.0004 0.0%
7 40.13 0.9231 | 0.0004 | 0.9234 | 0.0005 | 0.0003 0.0%
8 36.71 0.9642 | 0.0005 | 0.9648 | 0.0005 | 0.0005 0.1%
9 27.64 1.0134 | 0.0005 | 1.0132 | 0.0005 | -0.0002 0.0%
10 8.28 0.7327 | 0.0004 | (g (d) ) )
GG1 ~ Type G (controlled)
1 7.50 0.7110 | 0.0003 | 0.7110 | 0.0003 | 0.0000 0.0%
2 35.02 0.9474 | 0.0005 | 0.9457 | 0.0005 | -0.0017 0.2% |
3 42.39 0.8955 | 0.0004 | 0.8951 0.0005 | -0.0004 0.0%
4 43.87 0.9201 | 0.0004 | 0.9178 | 0.0005 | -0.0022 -0.2%
5 4443 0.9508 | 0.0005 | 0.9506 | 0.0005 | -0.0002 0.0%
6 42.62 0.9863 | 0.0005 | 0.9862 | 0.0005 | -0.0001 0.0%
7 38.93 1.0221 | 0.0005 | 1.0267 | 0.0005 | 0.0047 0.5%
8 34.15 1.0482 | 0.0005 | 1.0476 | 0.0005 | -0.0007 -0.1%
9 27.89 1.0822 | 0.0005 | 1.0822 | 0.0005 | 0.0000 0.0%
10 942 0.7782 | 0.0004 | 0.7778 | 0.0004 | -0.0003 0.0%
GG1 — Type G (uncontrolled)
1 8.65 0.6959 | 0.0004 | 0.6959 | 0.0004 | 0.0000 0.0%
2 39.22 0.8937 | 0.0005 | 0.8895 | 0.0004 | -0.0042 -0.5%
3 47.39 0.8292 | 0.0004 | 0.8288 | 0.0004 | -0.0004 0.0%
4 47.70 0.8674 | 0.0004 | 0.8674 | 0.0004 | 0.0000 0.0%
5 46.73 0.9102 | 0.0005 | 0.9104 | 0.0005 | 0.0003 0.0%
6 4343 0.9590 | 0.0005 | 0.9565 | 0.0005 | -0.0025 -0.3%
7 37.44 1.0133 | 0.0005 | 1.0135 | 0.0005 | 0.0003 0.0%
8 31.19 1.0567 | 0.0005 | 1.0569 | 0.0005 | 0.0002 0.0%
9 25.22 1.0918 | 0.0005 | 1.0918 | 0.0005 | 0.0000 0.0%
10 | 8.23 0.7703 | 0.0004 | 0.7714 | 0.0004 | 0.0011 0.1%

NOTES: ® Atom densities were collapsed into the 10-node-axial format before use in

MCNP.

® Akin = k10-node — Kaxnode, The MCNP related standard deviation on all Akins
values was less than 0.0008.
€ % Akini = 100 Akinf / K2x-node-
% The 10-node-axial format case could not be completed for this node since
two different pin layouts (GRCASMO3 nodes 23 and 24) were combined to

form one SAS2H node (node 10).
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Table 4-10. k¢ Results of 1-D/2-D Comparisons Using GRCASMO3 and SAS2H

EOL Isotopic Concentrations

EOL BU | GRCASMO3 (10-
(10-node | node-axial format) SAS2H
Node | case) ket | o kit | o Akint® | % Akint °
QC2 — Type C (controlled)
1 8.53 0.6945 | 0.0003 | 0.7162 | 0.0003 | 0.0217 3.1%
2 32.66 0.8752 | 0.0005 | 0.9068 | 0.0005 | 0.0316 3.6%
3 42.00 0.7851 | 0.0004 | 0.8460 | 0.0004 | 0.0609 7.8%
4 44.37 0.7945 | 0.0004 | 0.8660 0.0004 0.0715 9.0%
5 45.31 0.8193 | 0.0004 | 0.8901 0.0005 | 0.0707 8.6%
6 45.19 0.8454 | 0.0005 | 0.9102 | 0.0005 | 0.0648 7.7%
7 43.87 0.8773 | 0.0004 | 0.9289 | 0.0005 | 0.0517 5.9%
8 40.63 0.9127 | 0.0005 | 0.9463 0.0005 0.0336 3.7%
9 29.16 0.9969 | 0.0004 | 1.0028 | 0.0005 | 0.0060 0.6%
10 7.85 0.6756 | 0.0004 | 0.6592 0.0003 | -0.0164 -2.4%
QC2 — Type F (uncontrolied)
1 7.45 0.6985 | 0.0003 | 0.7046 | 0.0004 [ 0.0060 0.9%
2 28.76 0.9228 | 0.0005 | 0.8065 | 0.0004 | -0.0163 -1.8%
3 37.22 0.8375 [ 0.0004 | 0.8164 | 0.0005 | -0.0211 -2.5%
4 39.32 0.8459 | 0.0004 | 0.8182 | 0.0004 | -0.0278 -3.3%
5 41.07 0.8773 | 0.0005 | 0.8434 | 0.0004 | -0.0339 -3.9%
6 41.06 0.8990 | 0.0005 | 0.8595 | 0.0005 | -0.0395 -4.4%
7 40.13 0.9234 | 0.0005 | 0.8814 | 0.0005 | -0.0420 -4.6%
8 36.71 0.9648 | 0.0005 | 0.9201 0.0005 | -0.0447 -4.6%
9 27.64 1.0132 | 0.0005 | 0.9822 | 0.0005 | -0.0310 -3.1%
10 8.28 © © 0.6950 | 0.0004 © &)
GG1 — Type G (controlled)
1 7.50 0.7110 | 0.0003 | 0.7266 | 0.0004 | 0.0156 2.2%
2 35.02 0.9457 [ 0.0005 [ 0.9753 | 0.0004 | 0.0296 3.1%
3 42.39 0.8951 [ 0.0005 | 0.9209 | 0.0004 | 0.0258 2.9% |
4 43.87 0.9178 | 0.0005 | '0.9308 | 0.0005 | 0.0130 1.4%
5 44.43 0.9506 [ 0.0005 | 0.9537 | 0.0005 | 0.0032 0.3%
6 42.62 0.9862 [ 0.0005 [ 0.9801 0.0005 | -0.0061 -0.6%
7 38.93 1.0267 | 0.0005 | 1.0115 | 0.0005 | -0.0153 -1.5%
8 34.15 1.0476 | 0.0005 | 0.9980 | 0.0005 [ -0.0495 -4.7%
9 27.89 1.0822 | 0.0005 | 1.0491 0.0005 | -0.0330 -3.1%
10 942 0.7778 | 0.0004 | 0.7593 | 0.0004 | -0.0185 -2.4%
GG1 - Type G (uncontrolled
1 8.65 0.6959 | 0.0004 | 0.6990 | 0.0003 | 0.0031 0.4%
2 39.22 0.8895 | 0.0004 | 0.8754 | 0.0005 | -0.0141 -1.6%
3 47.39 0.8288 | 0.0004 | 0.8088 | 0.0004 | -0.0200 -2.4%
4 47.70 0.8674 | 0.0004 | 0.8368 | 0.0004 | -0.0306 -3.5%
5 46.73 0.9104 [ 0.0005 | 0.8714 | 0.0005 | -0.0391 -4.3%
6 43.43 0.9565 | 0.0005 | 0.9138 | 0.0004 | -0.0427 -4.5%
7 37.44 1.0135 | 0.0005 | 0.9718 | 0.0005 | -0.0417 -4.1%
8 31.19 1.0569 [ 0.0005 [ 1.0203 | 0.0005 | -0.0366 -3.5%
9 25.22 1.0918 | 0.0005 | 1.0676 | 0.0005 | -0.0242 -2.2%
10 8.23 0.7714 | 0.0004 | 0.7600 | 0.0004 | -0.0113 -1.5%

NOTES: ? Akint = ksasz+ — Kercasmos. The MCNP related standard deviation on all Akins
values was less than 0.0008.

® 9% Akint = 100 Akins / KGrRCASMO3.
¢ The 10-node-axial format case could not be completed for this node since two

different pin layouts (GRCASMO3 nodes 23 and 24) were combined to form one

SAS2H node (node 10).
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Table 4-11. ks Results of Total Code-to-Code Comparisons Using GRCASMO3 and
SAS2H EOL Isotopic Concentrations
EOL BU GRCASMO3® | SAS2H
(10 node| % diff | % diff
Node| case) | U@ | py?@ | |, J o Kint G AKint © | % AKins ©
QC2 — Type C (controlled
1 8.53 3.55% | 8.39% | 0.6945 | 0.0003 | 0.7162 | 0.0003 | 0.0217 | 3.1%
2 3266 | -4.52% | 25.31% | 0.8778 | 0.0004 | 0.9068 | 0.0005 | 0.0290 | 3.3%
3 42.00 | -0.69% | 34.26% | 0.7847 | 0.0004 | 0.8460 | 0.0004 | 0.0614 | 7.8%
4 44.37 | -0.08% | 39.19% | 0.7950 | 0.0004 | 0.8660 | 0.0004 | 0.0710 | 8.9%
5 45.31 | -1.11% | 39.76% | 0.8200 | 0.0004 | 0.8901 | 0.0005 | 0.0701 8.5%
6 4519 | -2.67% | 37.78% | 0.8460 | 0.0004 | 0.9102 | 0.0005 | 0.0643 7.6%
7 43.87 | -4.68% | 32.66% | 0.8774 | 0.0005 | 0.9289 | 0.0005 | 0.0515 | 5.9%
8 40.63 | -6.39% | 26.12% | 0.9118 | 0.0004 | 0.9463 | 0.0005 | 0.0345 | 3.8%
9 29.16 | -7.90% | 14.27% | 0.9995 | 0.0005 | 1.0028 | 0.0005 | 0.0033 | 0.3%
10 7.85 -3.19% | -3.71% | 0.6756 | 0.0004 | 0.6592 | 0.0003 | -0.0164 | -2.4%
QC2 — Type F (uncontrolied) .
1 7.45 1.66% | 2.97% | 0.6985 | 0.0003 | 0.7046 | 0.0004 | 0.0060 | 0.9%
2 28.76 | -8.12% | 0.83% | 0.9243 | 0.0005 | 0.9065 | 0.0004 | -0.0178 | -1.9%
3 37.22 |-11.15% | 0.41% | 0.8378 | 0.0004 | 0.8164 | 0.0005 | -0.0215 | -2.6% |
4 39.32 |-13.44% | -1.63% | 0.8465 | 0.0005 | 0.8182 | 0.0004 | -0.0283 | -3.3%
5 41.07 |-14.13% | -4.12% | 0.8773 | 0.0004 | 0.8434 | 0.0004 | -0.0340 | -3.9%
6 41.06 |-15.59% | -6.24% | 0.8994 | 0.0004 | 0.8595 | 0.0005 | -0.0399 | -4.4%
7 40.13 |-15.60% | -8.39% | 0.9231 | 0.0004 | 0.8814 | 0.0005 | -0.0417 | -4.5%
8 36.71 |-14.33% | -10.16% | 0.9642 | 0.0005 | 0.9201 | 0.0005 | -0.0442 | -4.6%
9 2764 | -9.31% | -8.24% | 1.0134 | 0.0005 | 0.9822 | 0.0005 | -0.0312 | -3.1%
10 8.28 -7.94% | -9.91% | 0.7327 | 0.0004 | 0.6950 | 0.0004 | -0.0377 | -5.1%
GG1 — Type G (controlled)
1 7.50 5.27% | 5.11% | 0.7089 | 0.0004 [ 0.7266 | 0.0004 | 0.0177 [ 2.5%
2 35.02 | 8.43% | 16.95% | 0.9456 | 0.0005 | 0.9753 | 0.0004 | 0.0298 | 3.1%
3 42.39 | 10.58% | 17.14% | 0.8887 | 0.0005 | 0.9209 | 0.0004 | 0.0322 | 3.6%
4 43.87 | 5.93% | 15.81% | 0.9055 | 0.0005 | 0.9308 | 0.0005 | 0.0253 | 2.8%
5 4443 | 4.02% | 15.02% | 0.9340 | 0.0005 | 0.9537 | 0.0005 | 0.0197 | 2.1%
6 42.62 1.18% | 9.91% | 0.9709 | 0.0005 | 0.9801 | 0.0005 | 0.0092 | 0.9%
7 38.93 0.00% | 4.83% | 1.0129 | 0.0005 | 1.0115 | 0.0005 | -0.0014 | -0.1%
8 34.15 |-11.29% |-16.63% | 1.0430 | 0.0005 | 0.9980 | 0.0005 | -0.0449 | -4.3%
9 27.89 | -7.02% |-14.66% | 1.0783 | 0.0005 | 1.0491 | 0.0005 | -0.0292 | -2.7%
10 9.42 -4.41% | -1.76% | 0.7698 | 0.0004 | 0.7593 | 0.0004 | -0.0104 | -1.4% |
GG1 - Type G (uncontrolled) ]
1 8.65 0.28% | -0.03% | 0.6964 | 0.0003 | 0.6990 | 0.0003 | 0.0026 | 0.4%
2 38.22 | -9.42% | -0.75% | 0.8953 | 0.0004 | 0.8754 | 0.0005 | -0.0199 | -2.2%
3 47.39 | -8.92% | -0.45% | 0.8240 | 0.0004 | 0.8088 | 0.0004 | -0.0151 | -1.8%
4 47.70 |-10.48% | -1.61% | 0.8567 | 0.0004 | 0.8368 | 0.0004 | -0.0199 | -2.3%
5 46.73 |-12.63% | -4.81% | 0.8997 | 0.0005 | 0.8714 | 0.0005 | -0.0283 | -3.1%
6 43.43 |-12.69% | -9.03% | 0.9499 | 0.0005 | 0.9138 | 0.0004 | -0.0361 | -3.8%
7 37.44 |-10.45% |-12.58% | 1.0081 | 0.0005 | 0.9718 | 0.0005 | -0.0363 | -3.6%
8 3119 | -8.53% [-14.14% | 1.0537 | 0.0004 | 1.0203 | 0.0005 | -0.0334 | -3.2%
9 2522 | -5.57% |-12.24% | 1.0892 | 0.0005 | 1.0676 | 0.0005 | -0.0216 | -2.0%
10 8.23 -3.61% | -1.20% | 0.7680 | 0.0004 | 0.7600 | 0.0004 | -0.0080 | -1.0%

NOTES: 2 The difference in U%*® atom densities was defined as (U

235
SAS

235 235
- UGrcasmo3)! UGrcasmos -

Similarly, for the Pu®*® atom densities. The differences are given here for ease of
discussion although isotopic values were not the primary comparison in this study.

® For the values listed for the GG1 assemblies, the 25-node case with detailed operating
history was used. For the QC2 assemblies, the 24-node case with coarse operating history
was used. These are the best estimate cases for each reactor type. Atom densities were

collapsed into the 10-node-axia! format before use in MCNP.

¢ Akin = ksas2r — kereasmos. The MCNP related standard deviation on all Ak values was
less than 0.0008.

% Akint = 100 Akinf / KGRCASMOS-
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Table 4-12. Bladed Nodes per Control Blade Insertion.

Insertion QC2-Type C GG1-Type G

# 10-node (24-node) 10-node (25-node
1 1-9 (1-21) 1-2 (1-3)

2 1-8 (1-19) 1-3 (1-7)

3 1-10 (1-24) 1-7 (1-18)

4 1-10 (1-24) 1-7 (1-18)

5 1-10 (1-24) 1-7 (1-19)

6 1-10 (1-24)

10.0%

—&—QC2, Type C, Controlled

---®-- QC2, Type F, Uncontrolled
—e—GGl, Type G, Controlled L

0,
8.0% / \ ---# -+ GGl, Type G, Uncontrolled
6.0% / \

4.0%

2.0%

% AKXt

0.0%

-2.0%

-4.0%

-6.0%
Node (1 is bottom of assembly)

NOTE: % Akint = 100* (ksas2H — kereasmos)/kercasmos

Figure 4-67. Total Code-to-Code Differences in ki, Using SAS2H and GRCASMO3 EOL
Isotopics

4.5.3 PWR Radio-Chemical Assay Comparison Results

This section provides a summary of information from MOO0109SPADRNO04.003, Section 5.4.
Table 4-13 shows percentage difference results for the CC1 and TP2 PWR RCA benchmark
comparisons using SAS2H and GRCASMO3. The SAS2H results were taken from CRWMS
M&O 1997a and 1997b, which used the SCALE4.3 code package. Results in Table 4-13 are
presented in percentage difference between measured and calculated isotopic concentrations
[(calculated/measured-1)*100]. Code-to-code comparisons between SAS2H and GRCASMO3
agree well for U”* in both samples. GRCASMO3 shows a smaller difference between
calculated and measured values for Pu’. Predicted fission product concentrations for Sm'*’
differ more than 30% for both code cases. For Sm'*’,, GRCASMO3 predicts a concentration
closer to the measured value. Figures 4-68 and 4-69 are graphical presentations of isotope
percentage differences.
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Table 4-14 summarizes results from the MCNP pin-cell ki, calculations. The largest difference
in kinr (~1.4%) occurs between that calculated for the Calvert Cliffs measured isotopics and the
Calvert Cliffs GRCASMO3 predicted isotopics. This may be the result of the cumulative effect
of under-predication (compared to SAS2H) of absorber materials in the discharged fuel for the
GRCASMO3 depletion. The compelling conclusion of these kiyr results is that seemingly large
percentage differences in isotope species typically result in less than 1.5% change in kinr.

Table 4-13. Percentage Difference Between Measured and Calculated Isotopic Inventories

CC1-SAS2H (CRWMS (gg\fzvnsngsnfgo
Isotope M&O 1997a) CC1- GRCASMO3 1997b) TP2- GRCASMO3
> -0.6 -12.6 2.2 -10.0
uzs 1.7 4.3 -1.2 -1.2
uze 2.9 -0.8 2.6 0.4
Y= -0.7 -0.6 0.2 -0.02
Np?’ 3.7 -0.8 @ @
pu*® -5.4 -12.2 2.2 -1.1
pPu®* -13.9 -4.3 43 1.7
pu?* 4.7 2.1 1.6 -0.4
pu®*! 2.2 -5.1 -0.8 0.4
Pu®*? 16.6 -9.0 2.3 -4.8
Am**! 5.3 9.9 @) @
Ng'* 1.8 0.3 @ @
Ng'*® 0.2 2.7 (@) @
Sm'* -35.5 -33.4 @ @
Sm'® 0.0 -5.5 @ @
Sm'*? 14.9 0.6 @ @
Eu'®® 0.8 -0.2 @ (@)

NOTE: ©@Measurement not made for this isotope.
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Figure 4-69. Isotope Percentage Differences ((calc/meas-1)*100) for Turkey Point Sample

Table 4-14. MCNP Calculated ki, for Measured and Predicted Isotopic Inventories

Difference in kins
King Error {meas — calc isotopics)
Calvert Cliffs - measured 1.05628 0.00104 - 0
Calvert Cliffs — SAS2H 1.04204 0.00114 +0.01424
Calvert Cliffs - GRCASMO3 1.05718 0.00116 -0.00090
Turkey Point - measured 1.09378 0.00110 0
Turkey Point — SAS2H 1.09524 0.00114 -0.00146
Turkey Point - GRCASMO3 1.08924 0.00110 +0.00454
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5. SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS

In the BWR assembly enrichment smearing analysis, the relative differences in the isotopic
concentrations at EOL are within 4% with the exception of U*>. The U’ % is consistently under
predicted by the smeared case at MOL and EOL, with a maximum EOL under-prediction of over
14%. It was also observed that as the moderator void fraction increases, the relative difference in
U concentration becomes smaller at EOL. Although the isotopic concentrations might vary,
the more important consideration is the effect on kjr. Over all burnups and voids, the differences
between the smeared and discrete ki,r values are between -0.004 and 0.022. -In addition, k;,r at
EOL is slightly under estimated by the smeared case for all lattice types and at all voids with two
exceptions. For the GG1-M lattice, 4.37 average enrichment, 9 Gd rods at 7 wt%, 80% void, the
smeared case predicts the same ki, as the discrete case, and for the GG1-M lattice, 4.56 average
enrichment, no Gd, 80% void, the smeared case over predicts ki,r by less than 0.0002 Ak;,s at
EOL. For BOL, ki is over estimated for all lattice types and void conditions by as much as
0.0218 Akins for the smeared model. For BOL and MOL, results of using the enrichment
smearing approximation is conservative (higher ki,r with smeared results). However, for EOL,
kinr 1s under-predicted slightly and not conservative. Therefore, when using a smeared
enrichment approximation (as needed when using SAS2H), the under-prediction at EOL should
be accommodated with a small bias.

Using the general rules for placement of gadolinia rods in hypothetical BWR assemblies,
reasonably representative configurations can be generated, based on comparison of the kiyr values
between actual designs and hypothetical designs. The Akis from burnups greater than 15
GWd/mtU out to EOL is essentially zero. At BOL the Akiyr is ~2.8%, but decreases rapidly with
burnup. From 4.5 to 25 GWd/mtU, the general gadolinia rod arrangement results in an over-
prediction of ki,r. When the general rod pattern is coupled with enrichment smearing, the under-
prediction of kinr is reduced to 1% at BOL and the range that k;,r is over-predicted falls between
3.5 and 37.5 GWd/mtU.

For PWR assemblies with burnable absorbers, the results indicate that the reactivity effect from
burnable absorbers is generally small and well behaved. The kiys for gadolinia-bearing fuel is
always less than that for non-gadolinia fuel, with the difference being less that 0.2% Ak;,sat 45
GWd/mtU. The ki for erbia-bearing fuel is also always less than that for the non-erbia fuel,
with the difference being approximately 1% Akiys at 45 GWd/mtU. The ki, for IFBA-bearing
fuel becomes greater than that for the non-IFBA fuel near 35 GWd/mtU, but only by 0.2%, and
then it decreases with burnup. For the IBA cases, where the poison rods replace uranium fuel
rods, the kinr is obviously always less than the non-IBA cases, but the difference decreases from
—0.14 Akinr to —0.002Ak;ns between 0 and 45 GWd/mtU, respectively. For both Pyrex BPRs and
WABAS, kiyr 1s higher at time of removal by up to 2%, but diminishes with further burnup.
Although not expected in actual reactor operation, the case with Ag-In-Cd control rods was
investigated and found to result in approximately a 3% Akj,yr at time of removal (15 GWd/mtU)
and diminishes slightly with further irradiation. Burning with control rods would, therefore,
result in the most conservative k;,r results for PWR assemblies.

This analysis has given an overview of the effects of in-reactor irradiation on the isotopic
inventory of PWR fuels containing different types of burnable absorbers. The work presented

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 5-1 May 2002



illustrates typical magnitudes of the reactivity effects from depleting PWR fuel with the various
types of burnable absorbers used to date. It is believed, from a phenomenological basis, that
specific BA fuel designs will behave similarly. Because there appears to be a negative reactivity
impact on SNF that used gadolinia or erbia, it may be conservative to ignore those neutron
absorbers when performing depletion calculations for burnup credit applications. This approach
would of course need to be validated as a part of a criticality methodology seeking approval from
a licensing authority. In addition, since the neutronic behavior of other types of BAs and control
rods can be predicted, their effects can be accounted for in the development of a criticality
methodology involving them.

Five different lattices were considered in evaluating the fission product worth in a 3.7 wt% U>”
enriched PWR assembly, with a cooling time of 5 years. These are as follows:

explicit 21-PWR assembly waste package

same as above with boron in borated stainless steel replaced by aluminum
same as above with borated stainless steel replaced by water

infinite lattice with same lattice as 1

infinite lattice based on hypothetical reactor lattice

bl ool S

Based on review of the results from the MCNP calculations for these various lattices at 10 to 50
GWd/mtU burnup, the worth of fission products in a 21-PWR waste package is estimated to be
one-quarter to one-third of the total burnup credit worth. This evaluation considers only
unpoisoned PWR fuel assemblies, so future work should consider absorber effects.

The code-to-code comparisons were focused on demonstrating the ability of SAS2H to
adequately represent BWR and PWR assemblies by comparing the GRCASMO3 and SAS2H
results.

Initially, the BWR control blade case in SAS2H was refined by comparing results to
GRCASMO3 results and adjusting the 1-D SAS2H representation to better match the 2-D
representation in GRCASMO3. This case was then applied in burnup calculations for four
assemblies. Two GRCASMO3 cases were developed for comparison. For uncontrolled nodes,
SAS2H tends to over-deplete U*® and under-convert Pu*® relative to GRCASMO3. For
controlled nodes of the GG1, type G assembly, the opposite is seen. For the controlled nodes of
the QC2, Type C assembly, SAS2H tended to over-deplete the U?*° and over convert the Pu®’.
Differences between SAS2H and GRCASMO were as large as 9% Akiyr for nodes controlled late
in life and 4.6% Ak;,¢ for enriched nodes that were never controlled. Additional analyses will be
needed before the bias and uncertainty associated with the use of SAS2H for BWR spent fuel for
disposal criticality can be determined.

For PWR assemblies, SAS2H results from previous calculations were compared to RCA
benchmark results, along with GRCASMO3 results generated for this report. Results for a
Calvert Cliffs sample and one from Turkey Point were used. The U** concentration agreed well
between SAS2H and GRCASMO3 and the RCA information for TP2, but the SAS2H
concentration was significantly more under-predicted for CC1. For Pu> the difference between
calculated and measured concentrations was a factor of 3 higher for SAS2H results compared to
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those for GRCASMO3 for CC1 with both codes under-predicting concentration. For TP2,
SAS2H over-predicted the Pu™° concentration, while GRCASMO3 under-predicted it. The
calculated concentration for Sm149 differs by more than -30% from the radiochemical assay
information for both codes. For the concentration of Sm152, GRCASMO3 predicts a value close
to measurement but SAS2H over-predicts the value by 15%. The cumulative impact on Kiyr is
relatively small, with the maximum difference being only 1.5% between SAS2H and measured
for CC1. For TP2, SAS2H isotopics, though slightly under-predicting kin¢, resulted in a closer
match in kj,r than GRCASMO3. Overall, SAS2H-calculated isotopics appear to result in Kiys
values that match measurement nearly as well as GRCASMO.

These results demonstrate the ability of SAS2H to adequately predict the isotopic inventory of
spent commercial nuclear fuel based on the assumptions and approximations inherent to a 1-
Dimension lattice physics code methodology.
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APPENDIX A
RESULTS FROM INTEGRAL AND REMOVABLE BURNABLE ABSORBER STUDY

Appendix A provides the results from a fuel assembly burnup study (MO0204SPAIRB04.013)
considering different amounts of integral burnable absorber (Gd,O; — UO;) and removable
burnable absorber (BsC — Al;03). Only fuel assemblies that contain uranium fuel with Gadolinia
are considered. The results are provided as a function of burnup based on two cycles of operation
in which the removable burnable absorber is removed after the first cycle.

The selected fuel assembly for the model is a B&W Fuel Company fuel assembly with a “15x15%
fuel pin array. Table A-1 provides the assumptions used in the analysis.

Table A-1. Assumptions Used in the Analysis

Description Assumption®
Reactor Power 2568 MWt (cases 1-32 & 41-56)
2544 MWt (cases 33-40)
Number Fuel Assemblies 177 FA
Fuel Assembly B&W 15x15 array
208 Fuel Pins, 16 Guide Tubes
1 Instrument Tube
Fuel Assembly Type Mark-B9
Assembly Pitch 21.81098 cm
Pin Pitch 1.44272 cm
Irradiation Period First Cycle with BP rods = 27.391GWd/mtU
Second Cycle no BP rods = 24.757 GWd/mtU
Pressure/Fuel Temp/Coolant Temp 1.517x10" Pa/921.89 K/ 577.44 K
Soluble Boron Concentration 700 ppmB
Assembly Loading 463.45Kg U
Fuel Pellet OR 0.46990 cm
Fuel Clad IR 0.47897 cm
Fuel Clad OR 0.54610 cm
Fuel Pellet Density for
Standard Fuel 10.2036 g/lcm’®
Gd203-UO: Fuel (2.00 wt% Gd203) 10.1308 g/cm®
Gd203-UOz Fuel (3.01 wt% Gd20s3) 10.0950 g/cm®
Gd203-UO; Fuel (6.08 wt% Gd»0s3) 9.9895 g/cm®
Gd>03-UO; Fuel (8.17 wt% Gd,03) 9.9207 g/lcm®
Stainless Steel Rod OR 0.5461 cm
Fuel Active Height 357.111cm
Instrument Tube IR 0.56007 cm
Instrument Tube OR 0.62611 cm
Guide Tube IR 0.63246 cm
Guide Tube OR 0.67310 cm
Burnable Poison Pellet OR 0.4318 cm
Burnable Poison Clad IR 0.4572 cm
Burnable Poison Clad OR 0.5461 cm

*Reference: MO0204SPAIRB04.013
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Additional information on the Mark-B9 fuel assembly used for this study are presented in
Section 2.3 of Punatar, M.K. 2001 and Section 2.4 of Wimmer, L.B. 2001. The fuel assembly
burnup calculations were performed with the two-dimensional CASMO-3 lattice physics code
(MOO0204SPAIRB04.013). The results from these analyses may be used in future code-to-code
evaluations.

A cross-sectional view of the 15 x 15 pin array is indicated in Figures A-1 through A-56 (for
cases 1 through 56) depicting the different burnable absorber loadings. A description of the
layout is provided below each figure. For cases 25 through 32 (Figures A-25 through A-32), ten

of the standard fuel rods (i.e., rods that did not contain Gd,0;) were replaced with stainless steel
rods.

Tables A-2 through A-15 summarize the results for k-infinity vs. burnup for the selected
burnable poison loadings. A description of the assumptions for each case is provided at the top
of each table. These results are provided in graph form in Figures A-57 through A-70.

Table A-16 provides isotopic concentration values versus burnup for selected fission products

and actinides. The data in this table are from case 4 (see cross-sectional view of assembly in
Figure A-4).
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Figure A-1. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and Figure A-2. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0O;and
4.19 wt% 235U, No B,C - Al,O; rods 4.19 wt% 233U, 4 B,C - AL, O, rods with 2.10 wt%
B,C
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Figure A-3. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and Figure A-4. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and
4.19 wt% 25U, 8 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt% 4.19 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt%
B,C B,C

O Gd,0;- U0, rod

Guide tube

B,C - AL,O, rod

|:| UO, rod 4.65 wt% 235U
LT_l Instrument tube

Figures A-1 to A-4. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (4.19 wt%), B,C (2.10 wt%)
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Figure A-5. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and
4.19 wt% 25U, No B,C - Al,O, rods
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Figure A-7. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and
4.19 wt% 25U, 8 B,C - Al O, rods with 2.10 wt%
B,C

Gd,0,- U0, rod
Guide tube
B,C - ALLO; rod

UO, rod 4.65 wt% 235U

Instrument tube
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Figure A-6. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and
4.19 wt% 23U, 4 B,C - AL,O, rods with 2.10 wt%

B,C
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Figure A-8. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and
4.19 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt%

B,C

Figures A-5 to A-8. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (4.19 wt%), B,C (2.10 wt%)
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Figure A-9. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and

3.60 wt% 235U, No B,C - Al,O, rods
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Figure A-11. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,O, and
3.60 wt% 225U, 8 B,C - Al,O, rods with 3.50 wt%

B,C

Gd,0;3- U0, rod
Guide tube

B,C - Al,O, rod

Instrument tube

HOBRO

U0, rod 4.50 wt% 235U
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Figure A-10. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and
3.60 wt% 25U, 4 B,C - Al,O, rods with 3.50 wt%
B,C
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Figure A-12. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,O;and
3.60 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 3.50 wt%
B,C

Figures A-9 to A-12. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (3.60 wt%), B,C (3.50 wt%)
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Figure A-13. 4 Gd Rods with 2 wi% Gd,0,and
3.6 wt% 235U, No B,C - A, O, rods
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Figure A-15. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and
3.60 wt% 25U, 8 B,C - AlLO, rods with 3.50 wt%
B,C

Gd,0,-UQ, rod
Guide tube
B,C - Al,0, rod

UO, rod 4.50 wt% 235U

Instrument tube
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Figure A-14. 4 Gd Rods with 2 wt% Gd,0,and
3.6 wt% 235U, 4 B,C - Al,O, rods with 3.5 wt%
B,C
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Figure A-16. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and
3.60 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 3.50 wt%
B.C

Figures A-13 to A-16. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (3.60 wt%), B4C (3.50 wt%)
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Figure A-17. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and Figure A-18. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and
3.60 wt% 25U, No B,C - Al,O; rods 3.60 wt% 235U, 4 B,C - AL,O, rods with 0.0 wt% B,C
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Figure A-19. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,O;and Figure A-20. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,O;and
3.60 wt% 235U, 8 B,C - Al,O, rods with 0.0 wt% B,C 3.60 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 0.0 wt% B,C

Gd,0;- U0, rod
Guide tube

B,C - AL,0, rod

UO, rod 4.50 wt% 35U

Instrument tube

HORGBA

Figures A-17 to A-20. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (3.60 wt%), B,C (0.0 wt%)
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Figure A-21. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and Figure A-22. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and
3.60 wt% 235U, No B,C - Al,O, rods 3.60 wt% 235U, 4 B,C - AL, rods with 0.0 wt% B,C
A N ~
ANOHONONN OHNONONN
© (©) @ (©)
» h N Y
- - N4 < b Ao
S © ®© ©) e © 1S ©
O Y 4 Y
-, 1 k4 :] 1 -
©] | [© o | 6 ® ©) (©)
o . - )
- 4 N w
© n © ©] ©
e [ (e el {7 [©
Figure A-23. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and Figure A-24. 8 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and
3.60 wt% 25U, 8 B,C - Al,O, rods with 0.0 wt% B,C 3.60 wt% 235U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 0.0 wt% B,C

Gd,0;- U0, rod
Guide tube
B,C - Al,O, rod

UO, rod 4.50 wt% 235U

Instrument tube

Figures A-21 to A-24. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (3.60 wt%), B,C (0.0 wt%)
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Figure A-25. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd¢,0Osand

4.19 wt% #5U, No B,C - ALO; rods
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Figure A-27. 4Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% G4 O;and
4.19 wt% *5U, 8 BR,C - ALO, rods with 2.10 wt%

B,C
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UG, rod 4.65 wt% 25U
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Figure A-26. 4Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0.and
4.19 wt% Z°U, 4 B,C - ALQ; rods with 2.10 wt%
B,C
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Figure A-28. 4Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd¢O;and
4.19 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - ALO, rods with 2.10 wt%
B,C

Stainless steel rod inserted for two cycles

Figures A-25 to A-28. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (4.19 wt%), B4C (2.10 wt%)
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Figure A-29. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0,and Figure A-30. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and
4.19 wt% 25U, No B,C - Al,O, rods 4.19 wt% 235U, 4 B,C - Al,O; rods with 2.10 wt%
B,C
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Figure A-31. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0O;and Figure A-32. 4 Gd Rods with 2.00 wt% Gd,0;and
4.18 wt% 235U, 8 B,C - Al,O; rods with 2.10 wt% 4.19 wt% 23U, 16 B,C - AlL,O, rods with 2.10 wt%
B,C B,C

Gd,0,- U0, rod E' Stainless steel rod inserted for second of two cycles
Guide tube
B,C - ALO, rod

UO, rod 4.65 wt% 25U

FO@B O

Instrument tube

Figures A-29 to A-32. Gd (2.00 wt%), U235 (4.19 wt%), B,C (2.10 wt%)
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Figure A-37. 8 Gd Rods with 6.08 wi% Gd,0,and
3.40 wt% 25U, No B,C - ALO, rods
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Figure A-39. 8 Gd Rods with 6.08 wt% Gd,0;and
3.40 wt% 25U, 8 B,C - ALO; rods with 2.60 wt%
B,C :

Gd,0;- U0, rod
Guide tube

B,C - ALO, rod

|:| UO, rod 4.96 wt% 25U
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Figure A-38. 8 Gd Rods with 6.08 wt% Gd,0;and
3.40 wt% 235U, 4 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.60 wt%
8,C

OHONE®
® ©

Y -

-, ru -
© ® e ©
@ 1 o
e | (e @ ®

V- 7 N

\) A2

® ®
e () (e

Figure A-40. 8 Gd Rods with 6.08 wt% Gd,0;and
3.40 wt% 235U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.60 wt%
B,C

Figures A-37 to A-40. Gd (6.08 wt%), U235 (3.40 wt%), B,C (2.60 wt%)
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Figure A-41. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and

3.99 wt% 235U, No B,C - ALO, rods
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Figure A-43. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and
3.99 wt% 235U, 8 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt%
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U0, rod 4.79 wt% 235U
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Figures A-41 to A-44. Gd (3.01 wt%), U235 (3.99 wt%), B,C (2.10 wt%)
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Figure A-42. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01wt% Gd,0;and
3.99 wt% 23U, 4 B,C - ALO, rods with 2.10 wt%
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Figure A-44. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and
3.99 wt% 235U, 16 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt%
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Figure A-45. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and Figure A-46. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0;and
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Figure A-47. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0;and Figure A48. 12 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and
3.99 wt% 235U, 8 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt% 3.99 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - AL,O, rods with 2.10 wt%

B,C B,C

Gd,0,- UO, rod
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Figures A-45 to A-48. Gd (3.01 wt%), U235 (3.99 wt%), B.C (2.10 wt%)
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Figure A-49. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and Figure A-50. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and
3.99 wt% 25U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0, and 3.99 wi% 235U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0, and
2.87 wt% 25U, No B,C - ALO, rods 2.87 wi% 235U, 4 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt% B,C
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Figure A-51. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0; and Figure A-52. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and
3.99 wt% 235U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0, and 3.99 wt% 235U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0, and
2.87 wt% 25U, 8 B,C - ALO, rods with 2.10 wt% B,C 2.87 wt% 25U, 16 B,C - Al,0, rods with 2.10 wt% B,C
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U0, rod 4.79 wt% 235U
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Figures A-49 to A-52. Gd (3.01/8.17 wt%), U235 (3.99/2.87 wt%), B4C (2.10 wt%)
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Figure A-53. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0, Figure A-564. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and
and 3.99 wt% 235U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0, 3.99 wt% 25U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0; and
and 2.87 wt% 235U, No B,C - Al,O, rods 2.87 wt% 28U, 4 B,C - Al,O, rods with 2.10 wt% B,C
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Figure A-55. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and Figure A-56. 8 Gd Rods with 3.01 wt% Gd,0,and
3.99 wt% 25U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0,and 3.99 wt% 25U, 8 Gd Rods with 8.17 wt% Gd,0,and
2.87 wt% 235, 8 B,C - Al,0, rods with 2.10 wt% B,C 2.87 wt% 23U, 16 B,C - Al,O; rods with 2.10 wt% 8,C
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Figures A-53 to A-56. Gd (3.01/8.17 wt%), U235 (3.99/2.87 wt%), B«C (2.10 wt%)
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Table A-2. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 01-04)

Std UO, = 4.65 wt % 2°U, Gd,03-UO; = 2.0 wt % - 4.19 wt % 2*°U, B4C= 2.1 wt %, 4 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.30538 1.26847 1.23205 1.16481
0.125 1.26855 1.23379 1.19948 1.13597
0.250 1.26572 1.23140 1.19749 1.13469
0.375 1.26353 1.22959 1.19604 1.13389
0.500 1.26177 1.22817 1.19496 1.13341
0.625 1.26029 1.22701 1.19412 1.13315
0.750 1.25910 1.22614 1.19355 1.13312
0.875 1.25810 1.22543 1.19314 1.13323
1.000 1.25721 1.22484 1.19283 1.13343
1.250 1.25572 1.22390 1.19243 1.13399
1.500 1.25432 1.22307 1.19214 1.13469
1.750 1.25300 1.22232 1.19192 1.13543
2.000 1.25171 1.22158 1.19172 1.13618
2.250 1.25042 1.22084 1.19150 1.13691
2.500 1.24912 1.22008 1.19126 1.13762
2.750 1.24781 1.21932 1.19102 1.13831
3.000 1.24650 1.21854 1.19076 1.13897
3.250 1.24517 1.21775 1.19048 1.13961
3.500 1.24384 1.21695 1.19018 1.14022
3.750 1.24249 1.21613 1.18986 1.14080
4.000 1.24114 1.21529 1.18952 1.14135
4.250 1.23977 1.21444 1.18916 1.14187
4.500 1.23840 1.21357 1.18877 1.14236
4.750 1.23701 1.21268 1.18837 1.14280
5.000 1.23561 1.21177 1.18792 1.14320
5.250 1.23418 1.21081 1.18743 1.14352
5.500 1.23271 1.20980 1.18688 1.14378
5.750 1.23121 1.20875 1.18627 1.14395
6.000 1.22966 1.20762 1.18559 1.14405
6.250 1.22805 1.20643 1.18483 1.14406
6.500 1.22638 1.20518 1.18401 1.14398
6.750 1.22466 1.20385 1.18310 1.14382
7.000 1.22287 1.20246 1.18213 1.14360
7.500 1.21908 1.19943 1.17995 1.14290
8.000 1.21515 1.19627 1.17762 1.14203
8.500 1.21106 1.19294 1.17510 1.14097
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Table A-2. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 01-04), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.20684 1.18947 1.17244 1.13973
9.500 1.20253 1.18589 1.16965 1.13835
10.000 1.19814 1.18222 1.16678 1.13688
10.500 1.19372 1.17852 1.16384 1.13532
11.000 1.18927 1.17480 1.16086 1.13370
11.500 1.18483 1.17107 1.15785 1.13202
12.000 1.18039 1.16733 1.15481 1.13028
12.500 1.17599 1.16361 1.15176 1.12849
13.000 1.17161 1.15987 1.14871 1.12664
13.500 1.16726 1.15616 1.14563 1.12475
14.000 1.16295 1.15248 1.14254 1.12280
14.500 1.15868 1.14879 1.13945 1.12082
15.000 1.15444 1.14513 1.13633 1.11875
15.500 1.15024 1.14147 1.13321 1.11663
16.000 1.14606 1.13781 1.13007 1.11445
16.500 1.14192 1.13417 1.12690 1.11219
17.000 1.13781 1.13054 1.12372 1.10989
17.500 1.13372 1.12691 1.12052 1.10752
18.000 1.12967 1.12328 1.11729 1.10509
18.500 1.12564 1.11966 1.11405 1.10259
19.000 1.12164 1.11603 1.11080 1.10004
19.500 1.11767 1.11242 1.10752 1.09743
20.000 1.11372 1.10882 1.10423 1.09477
21.000 1.10585 1.10158 1.09758 1.08925
22.000 1.09811 1.09440 1.09089 1.08356
23.000 1.09045 1.08722 1.08415 1.07770
24.000 1.08287 1.08006 1.07736 1.07170
25.000 1.07537 1.07291 1.07055 1.06556
26.000 1.06790 1.06577 1.06369 1.05929
27.391 1.05761 1.05585 1.05412 1.05043
27.392 1.05757 1.05910 1.06054 1.06365
30.000 1.03872 1.04037 1.04195 1.04536
33.000 1.01746 1.01905 1.02058 1.02386
36.000 0.99657 0.99814 0.99963 1.00286
39.000 0.97609 0.97765 0.97913 0.98232
42.000 0.95601 0.95756 0.95904 0.96224
45.000 0.93636 0.93791 0.93939 0.94258
50.000 0.90533 0.90686 0.90834 0.91150
52.148 0.89183 0.89335 0.89482 0.89798
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Figure A-57. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 01-04)
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Table A-3. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 05-08)

Std UO; = 4.65 wt % 2°U, Gd203-UO, = 2.0 wt % - 4.19 wt % 2*°U, B4C= 2.1 wt %, 4 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.30434 1.26819 1.23530 1.16786
0.125 1.26760 1.23354 1.20241 1.13874
0.250 1.26480 1.23116 1.20032 1.13737
0.375 1.26265 1.22936 1.19878 1.13647
0.500 1.26091 1.22795 1.19760 1.13591
0.625 1.25946 1.22681 1.19669 1.13556
0.750 1.25832 1.22595 1.19603 1.13545
0.875 1.25734 1.22526 1.19553 1.13547
1.000 1.25649 1.22468 1.19513 1.13558
1.250 1.25506 1.22377 1.19455 1.13597
1.500 1.25373 1.22296 1.19409 1.13649
1.750 1.25249 1.22223 1.19369 1.13705
2.000 1.25127 1.22152 1.19329 1.13762
2.250 1.25005 1.22080 1.19290 1.13817
2.500 1.24882 1.22007 1.19248 1.13869
2.750 1.24759 1.21934 1.19205 1.13920
3.000 1.24634 1.21859 1.19161 1.13969
3.250 1.24509 1.21782 1.19115 1.14015
3.500 1.24382 1.21705 1.19067 1.14059
3.750 1.24254 1.21625 1.19018 1.14100
4.000 1.24125 1.21543 1.18967 1.14140
4.250 1.23994 1.21460 1.18914 1.14176
4.500 1.23862 1.21375 1.18861 1.14210
4.750 1.23729 1.21288 1.18805 1.14242
5.000 1.23593 1.21197 1.18747 1.14270
5.250 1.23453 1.21102 1.18687 1.14293
5.500 1.23309 1.21001 1.18623 1.14312
5.750 1.23160 1.20895 1.18555 1.14325
6.000 1.23005 1.20782 1.18484 1.14332
6.250 1.22844 1.20661 1.18406 1.14332
6.500 1.22676 1.20534 1.18323 1.14325
6.750 1.22501 1.20400 1.18233 1.14310
7.000 1.22320 1.20260 1.18136 1.14289
7.500 1.21937 1.19954 1.17923 1.14224
8.000 1.21540 1.19635 1.17696 1.14144
8.500 1.21126 1.19299 1.17451 1.14044
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Table A-3. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 05-08), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup |
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.20700 1.18950 1.17192 1.13928
9.500 1.20264 1.18589 1.16921 1.13797
10.000 1.19822 1.18222 1.16640 1.13655
10.500 1.19378 1.17851 1.16351 1.13502
11.000 1.18932 1.17477 1.16058 1.13343
11.500 1.18487 1.17103 1.15760 1.13178
12.000 1.18042 1.16729 1.15458 1.13006
12.500 1.17600 1.16357 1.15156 1.12829
13.000 1.17162 1.15984 1.14852 1.12646
13.500 1.16727 1.15613 1.14546 1.12457
14.000 1.16296 1.15244 1.14238 1.12263
14.500 1.15869 1.14876 1.13930 1.12066
15.000 1.15445 1.14510 1.13618 1.11858
15.500 1.15024 1.14143 1.13307 1.11649
16.000 1.14606 1.13779 1.12994 1.11432
16.500 1.14193 1.13414 1.12678 1.11207
17.000 1.13781 1.13051 1.12361 1.10977
17.500 1.13373 1.12688 1.12041 1.10741
18.000 1.12967 1.12326 1.11719 1.10498
18.500 1.12564 1.11964 1.11396 1.10250
19.000 1.12164 1.11601 1.11071 1.09995
19.500 1.11767 1.11240 1.10745 1.09735
20.000 1.11372 1.10880 1.10416 1.09469
21.000 1.10586 1.10157 1.09752 1.08919
22.000 1.09811 1.09439 1.09084 1.08351
23.000 1.09046 1.08721 1.08411 1.07766
24.000 1.08288 1.08005 1.07733 1.07166
25.000 1.07537 1.07290 1.07052 1.06553
26.000 1.06791 1.06576 1.06367 1.05927
27.391 1.05761 1.05585 1.05410 1.05041
27.392 1.05758 1.05910 1.06055 1.06366
30.000 1.03872 1.04038 1.04196 1.04536
33.000 1.01746 1.01906 1.02058 1.02387
36.000 0.99657 0.99814 0.99964 1.00286
39.000 0.97609 0.97765 0.97913 0.98233
42.000 0.95601 0.95756 0.95905 0.96225
45.000 0.93636 0.93791 0.93939 0.94259
50.000 0.90533 0.90686 0.90834 0.91151
52.148 0.89183 0.89335 0.89483 0.89798
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Figure A-58. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 05-08)
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Table A-4. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 09-12)

Std UO, = 4.50 wt % 2°U, Gd»03-UO, = 2.0 wt % - 3.60 wt % 2>°U, B4C= 3.5 wt %, 4 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.29746 1.25062 1.20438 1.1212
0.125 1.26044 1.21620 1.17248 1.0936
0.250 1.25760 1.21381 1.17051 1.0924
0.375 1.25541 1.21201 1.16909 1.0915
0.500 1.25366 1.21062 1.16805 1.0912
0.625 1.25221 1.20950 1.16725 1.0909
0.750 1.25107 1.20866 1.16671 1.0909
0.875 1.25009 1.20799 1.16633 1.0911
1.000 1.24924 1.20743 1.16605 1.0912
1.250 1.24779 1.20654 1.16567 1.0918
1.500 1.24645 1.20575 1.16542 1.0925
1.750 1.24516 1.20503 1.16522 1.0932
2.000 1.24391 1.20433 1.16505 1.0940
2.250 1.24265 1.20362 1.16486 1.0947
2.500 1.24139 1.20291 1.16467 1.0954
2.750 1.24012 1.20220 1.16446 1.0962
3.000 1.23885 1.20147 1.16425 1.0968
3.250 1.23757 1.20074 1.16402 1.0975
3.500 1.23629 1.20000 1.16378 1.0982
3.750 1.23499 1.19924 1.16353 1.0988
4.000 1.23369 1.19847 1.16326 1.0994
4.250 1.23237 1.19769 1.16296 1.1000
4.500 1.23106 1.19688 1.16265 1.1005
4.750 1.22972 1.19605 1.16230 1.1010
5.000 1.22836 1.19518 1.16191 1.1014
5.250 1.22697 1.19426 1.16144 1.1017
5.500 1.22552 1.19326 1.16092 1.1020
5.750 1.22402 1.19220 1.16031 1.1021
6.000 1.22245 1.19105 1.15961 1.1022
6.250 1.22082 1.18983 1.15884 1.1021
6.500 1.21911 1.18853 1.15799 1.1021
6.750 1.21734 1.18716 1.15707 1.1019
7.000 1.21550 1.18572 1.15609 1.1017
7.500 1.21160 1.18261 1.15387 1.1010
8.000 1.20754 1.17935 1.15152 1.1001
8.500 1.20330 1.17593 1.14901 1.0992
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Table A-4. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 09-12), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.19895 1.17239 1.14639 1.0981
9.500 1.19450 1.16877 1.14370 1.0970
10.000 1.18000 1.16511 1.14097 1.0959
10.500 1.18548 1.16143 1.13823 1.0947
11.000 1.18095 1.15776 1.13549 1.0936
11.500 1.17642 1.15411 1.13275 1.0924
12.000 1.17192 1.15048 1.13003 1.0913
12.500 1.16746 1.14687 1.12733 1.0902
13.000 1.16303 1.14330 1.12466 1.0890
13.500 1.15864 1.13977 1.12199 1.0879
14.000 1.15429 1.13625 1.11935 1.0868
14.500 1.14998 1.13277 1.11672 1.0857
15.000 1.14570 1.12931 1.11409 1.0845
15.500 1.14145 1.12586 1.11146 1.0833
16.000 1.13724 1.12244 1.10884 1.0821
16.500 1.13306 1.11903 1.10620 1.0809
17.000 1.12891 1.11565 1.10356 1.0796
17.500 1.12479 1.11227 1.10091 1.0783
18.000 1.12070 1.10890 1.09824 1.0769
18.500 1.11664 1.10554 1.09556 1.0755
19.000 1.11261 1.10219 1.09286 1.0740
19.500 1.10860 1.09883 1.08013 1.0724
20.000 1.10462 1.09548 1.08738 1.0708
21.000 1.09669 1.08874 1.08175 1.0672
22.000 1.08889 1.08205 1.07605 1.0635
23.000 1.08118 1.07532 1.07022 1.0594
24.000 1.07354 1.06857 1.06425 1.0550
25.000 1.06597 1.06179 1.05817 1.0503
26.000 1.05846 1.05498 1.05195 1.0453
27.391 1.04810 1.04543 1.04312 1.0379
27.392 1.04806 1.05015 1.05213 1.0563
30.000 1.02909 1.03130 1.03340 1.0379
33.000 1.00770 1.00983 1.01186 1.0162
36.000 0.98672 0.98881 0.99079 0.9951
39.000 0.96617 0.96824 0.97021 0.9744
42.000 0.94606 0.94811 0.95007 0.9543
45.000 0.92645 0.92848 0.93044 0.9346
50.000 0.89565 0.89764 0.89957 0.9037
52.148 0.88224 0.88422 0.88614 0.8902
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Figure A-59. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 09-12)
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Table A-5. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 13-16)

Std UO; = 4.50 wt % U, Gd,05-UO, = 2.0 wt % - 3.60 wt % 2°U, B4C= 3.5 wt %, 4 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.29637 1.25005 1.20860 1.12518
0.125 1.25946 1.21567 1.17630 1.09724
0.250 1.25664 1.21328 1.17422 1.09589
0.375 1.25449 1.21152 1.17268 1.09494
0.500 1.25278 1.21016 1.17153 1.09445
0.625 1.25136 1.20907 1.17062 1.09412
0.750 1.25025 1.20827 1.16998 1.09392
0.875 1.24931 1.20763 1.16949 1.09401
1.000 1.24849 1.20710 1.16910 1.09412
1.250 1.24712 1.20629 1.16850 1.09444
1.500 1.24584 1.20557 1.16802 1.09490
1.750 1.24464 1.20492 1.16759 1.09540
2.000 1.24346 1.20430 1.16717 1.09590
2.250 1.24228 1.20368 1.16675 1.09639
2.500 1.24109 1.20306 1.16630 1.09687
2.750 1.23991 1.20244 1.16585 1.09733
3.000 1.23872 1.20180 1.16539 1.09777
3.250 1.23751 1.20116 1.16492 1.09819
3.500 1.23630 1.20050 1.16443 1.09860
3.750 1.23508 1.19984 1.16393 1.09900
4.000 1.23385 1.19915 1.16342 1.09938
4.250 1.23259 1.19845 1.16290 1.09973
4.500 1.23133 1.19771 1.16237 1.10007
4.750 1.23005 1.19694 1.16183 1.10038
5.000 1.22872 1.19611 1.16126 1.10065
5.250 1.22736 1.19520 1.16066 1.10089
5.500 1.22593 1.19422 1.16003 1.10106
5.750 1.22443 1.19314 1.15935 1.10118
6.000 1.22285 1.19197 1.15863 1.10123
6.250 1.22120 1.19072 1.15785 1.10122
6.500 1.21948 1.18939 1.15700 1.10114
6.750 1.21768 1.18798 1.15610 1.10100
7.000 1.21582 1.18651 1.15514 1.10080
7.500 1.21187 1.18332 1.15301 1.10019
8.000 1.20775 1.17998 1.15076 1.09948
8.500 1.20347 1.17649 1.14837 1.09862
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Table A-5. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 13-16), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.19907 1.17289 1.14585 1.09765
9.500 1.19459 1.16922 1.14325 1.09661
10.000 1.19005 1.16552 1.14060 1.09552
10.500 1.18551 1.16182 1.13791 1.09441
11.000 1.18097 1.15813 1.13520 1.09329
11.500 1.17643 1.15446 1.13250 1.09218
12.000 1.17193 1.15082 1.12980 1.09106
12.500 1.16746 1.14721 1.12712 1.08994
13.000 1.16303 1.14363 1.12446 1.08883
13.500 1.15864 1.14008 1.12180 1.08771
14.000 1.15429 1.13656 1.11916 1.08659
14.500 1.14998 1.13307 1.11653 1.08546
15.000 1.14570 1.12960 1.11391 1.08432
15.500 1.14145 1.12615 1.11129 1.08315
16.000 1.13723 1.12272 1.10867 1.08195
16.500 1.13305 1.11931 1.10605 1.08071
17.000 1.12890 1.11591 1.10341 1.07944
17.500 1.12478 1.11253 1.10077 1.07812
18.000 1.12069 1.10915 1.09811 1.07675
18.500 1.11663 1.10578 1.09543 1.07532
19.000 1.11260 1.10242 1.09274 1.07384
19.500 1.10859 1.09905 1.09002 1.07228
20.000 1.10461 1.09570 1.08727 1.07066
21.000 1.09669 1.08894 1.08166 1.06713
22.000 1.08889 1.08222 1.07597 1.06337
23.000 1.08117 1.07548 1.07015 1.05930
24.000 1.07353 1.06871 1.06420 1.05491
25.000 1.06597 1.06191 1.05813 1.05024
26.000 1.05846 1.05507 1.05192 1.04526
27.391 1.04809 1.04550 1.04310 1.03790
27.392 1.04805 1.04957 1.05214 1.05636
30.000 1.02908 1.03066 1.03341 1.03792
33.000 1.00770 1.00920 1.01187 1.01622
36.000 0.98672 0.98815 0.99080 0.99506
39.000 0.96616 0.96756 0.97021 0.97443
42.000 0.94605 0.94740 0.95007 0.95428
45.000 0.92644 0.92775 0.93043 0.93462
50.000 0.89564 0.89690 0.89956 0.90368
52.148 0.88224 0.88344 0.88614 0.89022
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Figure A-60. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 13-16)
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Table A-6. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 17-20)

Std UO> = 4.50 wt % 2°U, Gd,03-UO; = 2.0 wt % - 3.60 wt % 2°U, B4C= 0.0 wt %, 8 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.25459 1.25303 1.25053 1.24821
0.125 1.22053 1.21902 1.21664 1.21442
0.250 1.21840 1.21691 1.21457 1.21232
0.375 1.21694 1.21546 1.21313 1.21086
0.500 1.21591 1.21442 1.21211 1.20981
0.625 1.21510 1.21361 1.21132 1.20897
0.750 1.21467 1.21316 1.21089 1.20850
0.875 1.21441 1.21289 1.21064 1.20819
1.000 1.21427 1.21274 1.21051 1.20801
1.250 1.21432 1.21277 1.21057 1.20795
1.500 1.21445 1.21288 1.21071 1.20796
1.750 1.21469 1.21308 1.21095 1.20807
2.000 1.21497 1.21335 1.21125 1.20823
2.250 1.21528 1.21362 1.21156 1.20838
2.500 1.21563 1.2139%4 1.21191 1.20859
2.750 1.21600 1.21426 1.21227 1.20878
3.000 1.21637 1.21459 1.21264 1.20898
3.250 1.21675 1.21493 1.21302 1.20919
3.500 1.21714 1.21528 1.21339 1.20939
3.750 1.21751 1.21561 1.21375 1.20958
4.000 1.21785 1.21591 1.21408 1.20973
4.250 1.21816 1.21618 1.21437 1.20986
4.500 1.21841 1.21639 1.21480 1.20995
4.750 1.21856 1.21651 1.21474 1.20996
5.000 1.21860 1.21652 1.21475 1.20987
5.250 1.21845 1.21636 1.21458 1.20963
5.500 1.21812 1.21602 1.21423 1.20926
5.750 1.21759 1.21549 1.21368 1.20869
6.000 1.21687 1.21476 1.21293 1.20794
6.250 1.21596 1.21385 1.21201 1.20703
6.500 1.21488 1.21277 1.21091 1.20596
6.750 1.21364 1.21154 1.20964 1.20473
7.000 1.21225 1.21015 1.20824 1.20336
7.500 1.20898 1.20690 1.20494 1.20016
8.000 1.20535 1.20329 1.20129 1.19660
8.500 1.20137 1.19933 1.19729 1.19271
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Table A-6. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 17-20), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup T
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.19716 1.19513 1.19306 1.18856
9.500 1.19279 1.19076 1.18869 1.18425
10.000 1.18833 1.18631 1.18423 1.17984
10.500 1.18382 1.18181 1.17972 1.17537
11.000 1.17930 1.17729 1.17522 1.17088
11.500 1.17477 1.17278 1.17071 1.16641
12.000 1.17028 1.16830 1.16622 1.16196
12.500 1.16582 1.16385 1.16177 1.15754
13.000 1.16139 1.15943 1.15737 1.15315
13.500 1.15700 1.15506 1.15300 1.14881
14.000 1.15266 1.15073 1.14868 1.14451
14.500 1.14835 1.14643 1.14439 1.14025
15.000 1.14407 1.14216 1.14014 1.13603
15.500 1.13982 1.13793 1.13593 1.13185
16.000 1.13561 1.13374 1.13175 1.12771
16.500 1.13144 1.12957 1.12760 1.12359
17.000 1.12729 1.12545 1.12349 1.11951
17.500 1.12318 1.12135 1.11942 1.11547
18.000 1.11909 1.11729 1.11536 1.11147
18.500 1.11503 1.11325 1.11135 1.10750
19.000 1.11100 1.10924 1.10736 1.10356
19.500 1.10699 1.10525 1.10340 1.09964
20.000 1.10301 1.10129 1.09946 1.09575
21.000 1.09509 1.09342 1.09165 1.08805
22.000 1.08729 1.08569 1.08396 1.08046
23.000 1.07958 1.07803 1.07635 1.07296
24.000 1.07194 1.07045 1.06883 1.06555
25.000 1.06438 1.06294 1.06138 1.05823
26.000 1.05687 1.05549 1.05399 1.05097
27.391 1.04651 1.04522 1.04381 1.04097
27.392 1.04647 1.04751 1.04852 1.05067
30.000 1.02751 1.02865 1.02977 1.03216
33.000 1.00613 1.00720 1.00825 1.01049
36.000 0.98515 0.98618 0.98718 0.98934
39.000 0.96461 0.96562 0.96659 0.96869
42.000 0.94451 0.94549 0.94645 0.94851
45.000 0.92491 0.92588 0.92683 0.92886
50.000 0.89415 0.89509 0.89602 0.89800
52.148 0.88077 0.88170 0.88261 0.88457
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Figure A-61. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 17-20)

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 A-33 May 2002



Table A-7. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 21-24)

Std UO; = 4.50 wt % 25U, Gd203-UO, = 2.0 wt % - 3.60 wt % 2*°U, B4C= 0.0 wt %, 8 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
Gwd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.25496 1.25360 1.25166 1.24850
0.125 1.22091 1.21958 1.21773 1.21471
0.250 1.21876 1.21746 1.21563 1.21261
0.375 1.21729 1.21599 1.21416 1.21114
0.500 1.21625 1.21494 1.21312 1.21009
0.625 1.21543 1.21411 1.21229 1.20924
0.750 1.21499 1.21365 1.21183 1.20876
0.875 1.21472 1.21336 1.21155 1.20844
1.000 1.21457 1.21320 1.21138 1.20825
1.250 1.21460 1.21319 1.21138 1.20818
1.500 1.21470 1.21325 1.21143 1.20817
1.750 1.21490 1.21341 1.21160 1.20826
2.000 1.21517 1.21363 1.21181 1.20839
2.250 1.21544 1.21386 1.21203 1.20853
2.500 1.21576 1.21413 1.21229 1.20870
2.750 1.21609 1.21440 1.21256 1.20887
3.000 1.21643 1.21468 1.21283 1.20905
3.250 1.21678 1.21498 1.21312 1.20923
3.500 1.21713 1.21527 1.21339 1.20940
3.750 1.21747 1.21556 1.21366 1.20956
4.000 1.21778 1.21580 1.21390 1.20969
4.250 1.21806 1.21603 1.21410 1.20980
4.500 1.21828 1.21620 1.21426 1.20986
4.750 1.21841 1.21629 1.21432 1.20985
5.000 1.21842 1.21627 1.21428 1.20974
5.250 1.21827 1.21609 1.21408 1.20950
5.500 1.21794 1.21576 1.21372 1.20911
5.750 1.21741 1.21522 1.21317 1.20854
6.000 1.21669 1.21450 1.21244 1.20780
6.250 1.21579 1.21361 1.21153 1.20689
6.500 1.21472 1.21254 1.21046 1.20582
6.750 1.21349 1.21132 1.20922 1.20460
7.000 1.21211 1.20995 1.20785 1.20324
7.500 1.20887 1.20674 1.20462 1.20006
8.000 1.20526 1.20316 1.20104 1.19652
8.500 1.20131 1.19924 1.19712 1.19265
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Table A-7. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 21-24), Cont.

f Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtu 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.19712 1.19507 1.19296 1.18852
9.500 1.19277 1.19073 1.18862 1.18422
10.000 1.18833 1.18629 1.18419 1.17982
10.500 1.18382 1.18180 1.17970 1.17536
11.000 1.17930 1.17728 1.17521 1.17088
11.500 1.17478 1.17278 1.17072 1.16642
12.000 1.17029 1.16831 1.16624 1.16197
12.500 1.16583 1.16386 1.16180 1.15754
13.000 1.16140 1.15945 1.15740 1.15316
13.500 1.15702 1.15508 1.15303 1.14882
14.000 1.15267 1.15074 1.14871 1.14452
14.500 1.14836 1.14644 1.14442 1.14026
15.000 1.14409 1.14218 1.14018 1.13605
15.500 1.13984 1.13795 1.13596 1.13186
16.000 1.13563 1.13375 1.13178 1.12772
16.500 1.13145 1.12959 1.12763 1.12360
17.000 1.12730 1.12546 1.12352 1.11953
17.500 1.12319 1.12137 1.11945 1.11548
18.000 1.11910 1.11730 1.11539 1.11148
18.500 1.11505 1.11327 1.11137 1.10751
19.000 1.11101 1.10926 1.10739 1.10357
19.500 1.10701 1.10526 1.10343 1.09965
20.000 1.10302 1.10130 1.09949 1.09576
21.000 1.09510 1.09344 1.09169 1.08806
22.000 1.08730 1.08570 1.08399 1.08047
23.000 1.07959 1.07804 1.07638 1.07297
24.000 1.07195 1.07046 1.06885 1.06556
25.000 1.06439 1.06295 1.06140 1.05824
26.000 1.05688 1.05551 1.05402 1.05098
27.391 1.04652 1.04523 1.04384 1.04098
27.392 1.04648 1.04752 1.04853 1.05068
30.000 1.02752 1.02866 1.02978 1.03217
33.000 1.00614 1.00721 1.00826 1.01050
36.000 0.98516 0.98619 0.98719 0.98934
39.000 0.96462 0.96562 0.96660 0.96870
42.000 0.94451 0.94550 0.94646 0.94852
45.000 0.92491 0.92588 0.92683 0.92886
50.000 0.89416 0.89510 0.89602 0.89800
52.148 0.88077 0.88170 0.88262 0.88457
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Figure A-62. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 21-24)
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Table A-8. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 25-28)

Assembly contains 10 SS fuel rods

Std U0, = 4.65 wt % 23U, Gd,05-UO; = 2.0 wt % - 4.19 wt % 2°U, B4C= 2.1 wt %, 4 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.27856 1.24196 1.20540 1.13849
0.125 1.24312 1.20862 1.17415 1.11089
0.250 1.24044 1.20636 1.17230 1.10974
0.375 1.23838 1.20466 1.17096 1.10904
0.500 1.23672 1.20335 1.16999 1.10867
0.625 1.23535 1.20230 1.16926 1.10851
0.750 1.23426 1.20152 1.16878 1.10857
0.875 1.23335 1.20090 1.16845 1.10877
1.000 1.23255 1.20040 1.16823 1.10905
1.250 1.23120 1.19961 1.16798 1.10976
1.500 1.22995 1.19892 1.16784 1.11060
1.750 1.22878 1.19831 1.16776 1.11148
2.000 1.22762 1.19771 1.16769 1.11237
2.250 1.22647 1.19710 1.16762 1.11323
2.500 1.22530 1.19648 1.16752 1.11409
2.750 1.22413 1.19586 1.16741 1.11491
3.000 1.22295 1.19521 1.16729 1.11572
3.250 1.22176 1.19456 1.16715 1.11649
3.500 1.22056 1.19389 1.16698 1.11724
3.750 1.21935 1.19320 1.16680 1.11796
4.000 1.21812 1.19250 1.16660 1.11865
4.250 1.21689 1.19178 1.16637 1.11931
4.500 1.21564 1.19104 1.16612 1.11994
4.750 1.21438 1.19029 1.16585 1.12052
5.000 1.21310 1.18950 1.16553 1.12105
5.250 1.21180 1.18867 1.16517 1.12151
5.500 1.21045 1.18779 1.16475 1.12190
5.750 1.20907 1.18685 1.16427 1.12220
6.000 1.20764 1.18585 1.16371 1.12242
6.250 1.20615 1.18478 1.16307 1.12255
6.500 1.20459 1.18364 1.16237 1.12259
6.750 1.20298 1.18242 1.16157 1.12255
7.000 1.20129 1.18114 1.16071 1.12244
7.500 1.19770 1.17832 1.15874 1.12195
8.000 1.19396 1.17535 1.15661 1.12129
8.500 1.19004 1.17220 1.15428 1.12042
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Table A-8. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 25-28), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.18598 1.16890 1.15179 1.11937
9.500 1.18182 1.16547 1.14916 1.11818
10.000 1.17758 1.16196 1.14644 1.11687
10.500 1.17328 1.15839 1.14365 1.11547
11.000 1.16896 1.15480 1.14081 1.11401
11.500 1.16463 1.15119 1.13793 1.11247
12.000 1.16030 1.14757 1.13503 1.11088 o
12.500 1.15599 1.14394 1.13209 1.10922
13.000 1.15171 1.14032 1.12914 1.10751
13.500 1.14745 1.13671 1.12617 1.10574
14.000 1.14321 1.13311 1.12319 1.10391
14.500 1.13901 1.12952 1.12019 1.10204
15.000 1.13485 1.12592 1.11717 1.10007
15.500 1.13071 1.12234 1.11412 1.09805
16.000 1.12660 1.11876 1.11105 1.09596
16.500 1.12251 1.11518 1.10797 1.09380
17.000 1.11845 1.11161 1.10485 1.09158
17.500 1.11441 1.10803 1.10171 1.08929
18.000 1.11040 1.10445 1.09855 1.08693
18.500 1.10641 1.10088 1.09536 1.08450
19.000 1.10245 1.09731 1.09215 1.08201
19.500 1.09851 1.09373 1.08892 1.07945
20.000 1.09459 1.09015 1.08567 1.07684
21.000 1.08677 1.08298 1.07909 1.07141 o
22.000 1.07907 1.07583 1.07245 1.06579
23.000 1.07144 1.06869 1.06575 1.05999
24.000 1.06388 1.06155 1.05899 1.05402
25.000 1.05637 1.05441 1.05219 1.04791
26.000 1.04890 1.04727 1.04534 1.04165
27.391 1.03859 1.03733 1.03574 1.03277
27.392 1.03856 1.04032 1.04186 1.04534
30.000 1.01963 1.02149 1.02315 1.02687
33.000 0.99821 1.00000 1.00160 1.00518
36.000 0.97712 0.97888 0.98043 0.98394
39.000 0.95640 0.95812 0.95966 0.96312
42.000 0.93603 0.93774 0.93927 0.94272
45.000 0.91606 0.91776 0.91929 0.92272
50.000 0.88455 0.88620 0.88772 0.89109
52.148 0.87076 0.87239 0.87391 0.87726
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Figure A-63. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 25-28)
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Table A-9. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 29-32)

Assembly contains 10 SS fuel rods

Std UO, = 4.65 wt % 2%U, Gd»03-UO; = 2.0 wt % - 4.19 wt % *°U, B4C= 2.1 wt %, 4 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtuU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.30538 1.26847 1.23205 1.16481
0.125 1.26855 1.23379 1.19948 1.13597
0.250 1.26572 1.23140 1.19749 1.13469
0.375 1.26353 1.22959 1.19604 1.13389
0.500 1.26177 1.22817 1.19496 1.13341
0.625 1.26029 1.22701 1.19412 1.13315
0.750 1.25910 1.22614 1.19355 1.13312
0.875 1.25810 1.22543 1.19314 1.13323
1.000 1.25721 1.22484 1.19283 1.13343
1.250 1.25572 1.22390 1.19243 1.13399
1.500 1.25432 1.22307 1.19214 1.13469
1.750 1.25300 1.22232 1.19192 1.13543
2.000 1.25171 1.22158 1.19172 1.13618
2.250 1.25042 1.22084 1.19150 1.13691
2.500 1.24912 1.22008 1.19126 1.13762
2.750 1.24781 1.21932 1.19102 1.13831
3.000 1.24650 1.21854 1.19076 1.13897
3.250 1.24517 1.21775 1.19048 1.13961
3.500 1.24384 1.21695 1.19018 1.14022
3.750 1.24249 1.21613 1.18986 1.14080
4.000 1.24114 1.21529 1.18952 1.14135
4.250 1.23977 1.21444 1.18916 1.14187
4.500 1.23840 1.21357 1.18877 1.14236
4.750 1.23701 1.21268 1.18837 1.14280
5.000 1.23561 1.21177 1.18792 1.14320
5.250 1.23418 1.21081 1.18743 1.14352
5.500 1.23271 1.20980 1.18688 1.14378
5.750 1.23121 1.20875 1.18627 1.14395
6.000 1.22966 1.20762 1.18559 1.14405
6.250 1.22805 1.20643 1.18483 1.14406
6.500 1.22638 1.20518 1.18401 1.14398
6.750 1.22466 1.20385 1.18310 1.14382
7.000 1.22287 1.20246 1.18213 1.14360
7.500 1.21908 1.19943 1.17995 1.14290
8.000 1.21515 1.19627 1.17762 1.14203
8.500 1.21106 1.19294 1.17510 1.14097
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Table A-9. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 29-32), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.20684 1.18947 1.17244 1.13973
9.500 1.20253 1.18589 1.16965 1.13835
10.000 1.19814 1.18222 1.16678 1.13688
10.500 1.19372 1.17852 1.16384 1.13532
11.000 1.18927 1.17480 1.16086 1.13370
11.500 1.18483 1.17107 1.15785 1.13202
12.000 1.18039 1.16733 1.15481 1.13028
12.500 1.17599 1.16361 1.15176 1.12849
13.000 1.17161 1.15987 1.14871 1.12664
13.500 1.16726 1.15616 1.14563 1.12475
14.000 1.16295 1.15248 1.14254 1.12280
14.500 1.15868 1.14879 1.13945 1.12082
15.000 1.15444 1.14513 1.13633 1.11875
15.500 1.15024 1.14147 1.13321 1.11663
16.000 1.14606 1.13781 1.13007 1.11445
16.500 1.14192 1.13417 1.12690 1.11219
17.000 1.13781 1.13054 1.12372 1.10989
17.500 1.13372 1.12691 1.12052 1.10752
18.000 1.12967 1.12328 1.11729 1.10509
18.500 1.12564 1.11966 1.11405 1.10259
19.000 1.12164 1.11603 1.11080 1.10004
19.500 1.11767 1.11242 1.10752 1.09743
20.000 1.11372 1.10882 1.10423 1.09477
21.000 1.10585 1.10158 1.09758 1.08925
22.000 1.09811 1.09440 1.09089 1.08356
23.000 1.09045 1.08722 1.08415 1.07770
24.000 1.08287 1.08006 1.07736 1.07170
25.000 1.07537 1.07291 1.07055 1.06556
26.000 1.06790 1.06577 1.06369 1.05929
27.391 1.05761 1.05585 1.05412 1.05043
27.392 1.04020 1.04194 1.04355 1.04706
30.000 1.02148 1.02333 1.02507 1.02885
33.000 0.99996 1.00174 1.00341 1.00706
36.000 0.97881 0.98055 0.98218 0.98575
39.000 0.95804 0.95975 0.96137 0.96489
42.000 0.93765 0.93936 0.94097 0.94448
45.000 0.91768 0.91936 0.92098 0.92446
50.000 0.88614 0.88778 0.88938 0.89281
52.148 0.87234 0.87397 0.87557 0.87897
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Figure A-64. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 29-32)
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Table A-10. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 33-36)

Std UO, = 4.96 wt % 23U, Gd,03-UO; = 6.08 wt % - 3.40 wt % 2°U, B4C= 2.6 wt %, 8 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BProds |
0.000 1.26351 1.22918 1.18719 1.12062
0.125 1.22983 1.19729 1.15768 1.09450
0.250 1.22726 1.19501 1.15583 1.09327
0.375 1.22524 1.19326 1.15447 1.09244
0.500 1.22358 1.19185 1.15343 1.09191
0.625 1.22221 1.19071 1.15262 1.09158
0.750 1.22105 1.18977 1.15202 1.09142
0.875 1.22006 1.18898 1.15155 1.09138
1.000 1.21918 1.18829 1.15117 1.09140
1.250 1.21761 1.18709 1.15055 1.09155
1.500 1.21618 1.18604 1.15009 1.09186
1.750 1.21482 1.18505 1.14969 1.09223
2.000 1.21347 1.18406 1.14928 1.09259
2.250 1.21214 1.18308 1.14888 1.09294
2.500 1.21077 1.18207 1.14846 1.09327
2.750 1.20928 1.18106 1.14791 1.09348
3.000 1.20790 1.17993 1.14746 1.09377
3.250 1.20650 1.17888 1.14699 1.09404
3.500 1.20510 1.17783 1.14650 1.09428
3.750 1.20367 1.17675 1.14599 1.09451
4.000 1.20224 1.17567 1.14547 1.09472
4.250 1.20080 1.17459 1.14496 1.09493
4.500 1.19937 1.17351 1.14443 1.09513
4.750 1.19794 1.17243 1.14390 1.09532
5.000 1.19652 1.17134 1.14344 1.09557
5.250 1.19516 1.17032 1.14291 1.09576
5.500 1.19374 1.16925 1.14239 1.09593 |
5.750 1.19233 1.16819 1.14184 1.09612
6.000 1.19092 1.16712 1.14132 1.09632
6.250 1.18953 1.16607 1.14084 1.09653
6.500 1.18818 1.16505 1.14036 1.09676
6.750 1.18684 1.16405 1.13990 1.09699
7.000 1.18552 1.16306 1.13945 1.09723
7.500 1.18290 1.16110 1.13852 1.09766
8.000 1.18030 1.15918 1.13759 1.09814
8.500 1.17778 1.15730 1.13679 1.09868
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Table A-10. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 33-36), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.17535 1.15553 1.13601 1.09922
9.500 1.17297 1.15378 1.13526 1.09978
10.000 1.17064 1.15208 1.13452 1.10036
10.500 1.16835 1.15042 1.13385 1.10096
11.000 1.16616 1.14883 1.13322 1.10159
11.500 1.16403 1.14731 1.13263 1.10223
12.000 1.16195 1.14584 1.13203 1.10285
12.500 1.15989 1.14438 1.13141 1.10343
13.000 1.15787 1.14293 1.13081 1.10399
13.500 1.15587 1.14152 1.13019 1.10451
14.000 1.15390 1.14012 1.12954 1.10497
14.500 1.15193 1.13870 1.12887 1.10538
15.000 1.15000 1.13729 1.12815 1.10572
15.500 1.14803 1.13587 1.12734 1.10593
16.000 1.14600 1.13439 1.12639 1.10598
16.500 1.14386 1.13281 1.12528 1.10584
17.000 1.14158 1.13110 1.12401 1.10552
17.500 1.13918 1.12924 1.12244 1.10492
18.000 1.13656 1.12717 1.12073 1.10407
18.500 1.13380 1.12492 1.11868 1.10304
19.000 1.13085 1.12251 1.11657 1.10164
19.500 1.12773 1.11991 1.11415 1.10018
20.000 1.12443 1.11717 1.11162 1.09840
21.000 1.11739 1.11106 1.10596 1.09429
22.000 1.11016 1.10463 1.10002 1.08973
23.000 1.10282 1.09797 1.09386 1.08478
24.000 1.09543 1.09120 1.08759 1.07956
25.000 1.08805 1.08438 1.08119 1.07412
26.000 1.08074 1.07754 1.07474 1.06852
27.391 1.07065 1.06803 1.06567 1.06050
27.392 1.07062 1.07213 1.07351 1.07657
30.000 1.05206 1.05372 1.05526 1.05864
33.000 1.03109 1.03269 1.03418 1.03747
36.000 1.01046 1.01205 1.01353 1.01676
39.000 0.99019 0.99177 0.99324 0.99648
42.000 0.97027 0.97185 0.97334 0.97659
45.000 0.95073 0.95233 0.95383 0.95710
50.000 0.91962 0.92122 0.92274 0.92604
52.148 0.90603 0.90764 0.90917 0.91247
TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 A-44 May 2002




1.30

1.25

1.20

1.15

1.10

1.05

k-infinity

1.00

0.95 +

0.90

0.85

0.80

0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 40.0 50.0 60.0
Burnup (GWd/MTU)

——0BP ——4 BP —A—8BP —*—16BP

Figure A-65. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 33-36)
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Table A-11. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP [Loading (Figures 37-40)

Std UO, = 4.96 wt % 25U, Gd,03-UO; = 6.08 wt % - 3.40 wt % 2°°U, B4C= 2.6 wt %, 8 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.25995 1.22838 1.19217 1.13154
0.125 1.22646 1.19648 1.16216 1.10451
0.250 1.22392 1.19419 1.16021 1.10308
0.375 1.22193 1.19243 1.15875 1.10207
0.500 1.22030 1.19101 1.15762 1.10135
0.625 1.21896 1.18985 1.15672 1.10085
0.750 1.21783 1.18890 1.15603 1.10051
0.875 1.21687 1.18810 1.15543 1.10030
1.000 1.21600 1.18740 1.15500 1.10018
1.250 1.21450 1.18618 1.15422 1.09998
1.500 1.21312 1.18511 1.15360 1.09999
1.750 1.21183 1.18411 1.15305 1.10004
2.000 1.21054 1.18311 1.15249 1.10009
2.250 1.20926 1.18212 1.15193 1.10014
2.500 1.20797 1.18111 1.15136 1.10015
2.750 1.20654 1.17998 1.15066 1.10016
3.000 1.20523 1.17896 1.15006 1.10005
3.250 1.20391 1.17791 1.14944 1.10002
3.500 1.20257 1.17686 1.14880 1.09997
3.750 1.20122 1.17579 1.14816 1.09990
4.000 1.19987 1.17471 1.14750 1.09983
4.250 1.19852 1.17364 1.14684 1.09974
4.500 1.19717 1.17256 1.14618 1.09965
4.750 1.19583 1.17150 1.14552 1.09956
5.000 1.19456 1.17043 1.14486 1.09946
5.250 1.19323 1.16943 1.14427 1.09938
5.500 1.19188 1.16838 1.14361 1.09934
5.750 1.19055 1.16732 1.14296 1.09927
6.000 1.18925 1.16627 1.14233 1.09918
6.250 1.18798 1.16526 1.14171 1.09910
6.500 1.18673 1.16428 1.14112 1.09905
6.750 1.18550 1.16331 1.14054 1.09902
7.000 1.18428 1.16235 1.13998 1.09899
7.500 1.18183 1.16047 1.13885 1.09897
8.000 1.17946 1.15858 113777 1.09898
8.500 1.17719 1.15684 1.13674 1.09899
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Table A-11. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 37-40), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.17498 1.15515 1.13580 1.09910
9.500 1.17282 1.15351 1.13489 1.09920
10.000 1.17072 1.15189 1.13402 1.09937
10.500 1.16871 1.15036 1.13319 1.09954
11.000 1.16678 1.14892 1.13245 1.09976
11.500 1.16489 1.14753 1.13175 1.10003
12.000 1.16304 1.14619 1.13105 1.10033
12.500 1.16122 1.14486 1.13038 1.10064
13.000 1.15943 1.14356 1.12973 1.10091
13.500 1.15766 1.14229 1.12907 1.10120
14.000 1.15589 1.14101 1.12841 1.10147
14.500 1.15413 1.13975 1.12771 1.10171
15.000 1.15232 1.13847 1.12698 1.10192
15.500 1.15038 1.13714 1.12617 1.10209
16.000 1.14831 1.13569 1.12524 1.10219
16.500 1.14607 1.13408 1.12417 1.10216
17.000 1.14364 1.13232 1.12287 1.10199
17.500 1.14095 1.13030 1.12141 1.10167
18.000 1.13814 1.12815 1.11971 1.10114
18.500 1.13505 1.12574 1.11780 1.10032
19.000 1.13185 1.12316 1.11569 1.09935
19.500 1.12845 1.12036 1.11333 1.09808
20.000 1.12493 1.11739 1.11085 1.09665
21.000 1.11760 1.11105 1.10530 1.09296
22.000 1.11019 1.10449 1.09946 1.08871
23.000 1.10274 1.09777 1.09340 1.08398
24.000 1.09532 1.09099 1.08719 1.07893
25.000 1.08794 1.08417 1.08085 1.07361
26.000 1.08061 1.07735 1.07443 1.06808
27.391 1.07052 1.06785 1.06543 1.06014
27.392 1.07050 1.07202 1.07345 1.07652
30.000 1.05194 1.05359 1.05518 1.05859
33.000 1.03096 1.03257 1.03410 1.03741
36.000 1.01034 1.01193 1.01344 1.01669
39.000 0.99007 0.99165 0.99315 0.99639
42.000 0.97015 0.97174 0.97324 0.97650
45.000 0.95062 0.95221 0.95373 0.95701
50.000 0.91952 0.92112 0.92265 0.92594
52.148 0.90593 0.90754 0.90908 0.91237
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Figure A-66. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 37-40)
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Table A-12. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 41-44)

Std UO, = 4.79 wt % 2*°U, Gd»03-UO, = 3.01 wt % - 3.99 wt % 2°U, B4C= 2.1 wt %, 12 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.22107 1.19102 1.16996 1.11677
0.125 1.18979 1.16130 1.14118 1.09061
0.250 1.18793 1.15976 1.13973 1.08955
0.375 1.18669 1.15877 1.13880 1.08900
0.500 1.18583 1.15816 1.13821 1.08875
0.625 1.18526 1.15780 1.13788 1.08876
0.750 1.18492 1.15766 1.13775 1.08892
0.875 1.18473 1.15767 1.13775 1.08921
1.000 1.18452 1.15765 1.13787 1.08958
1.250 1.18478 1.15824 1.13828 1.09048
1.500 1.18504 1.15884 1.13884 1.09138
1.750 1.18540 1.15853 1.13947 1.09265
2.000 1.18582 1.16025 1.14013 1.09377
2.250 1.18625 1.16100 1.14080 1.09489
2.500 1.18671 1.16176 1.14148 1.09601
2.750 1.18720 1.16255 1.14217 1.09713
3.000 1.18768 1.16331 1.14286 1.09825
3.250 1.18820 1.16412 1.14354 1.09936
3.500 1.18875 1.16495 1.14423 1.10044
3.750 1.18932 1.16579 1.14496 1.10156
4.000 1.18990 1.16665 1.14570 1.10268
4.250 1.19051 1.16754 1.14644 1.10382
4.500 1.19116 1.16845 1.14719 1.10496
4.750 1.19182 1.16937 1.14797 1.10611
5.000 1.19249 1.17031 1.14878 1.10728
5.250 1.19320 1.17128 1.14959 1.10847
5.500 1.19392 1.17226 1.15039 1.10966
5.750 1.19466 1.17325 1.15125 1.11086
6.000 1.19541 1.17425 1.15212 1.11210
6.250 1.19614 1.17523 1.15300 1.11334
6.500 1.19683 1.17617 1.15388 1.11459
6.750 1.19752 1.17712 1.15473 1.11581
7.000 1.19815 1.17802 1.15561 1.11707
7.500 1.19897 1.17932 1.15706 1.11935
8.000 1.19948 1.18038 1.15852 1.12174
8.500 1.19936 1.18086 1.15967 1.12395
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Table A-12. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 41-44), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.19851 1.18068 1.16036 1.12587
9.500 1.19703 1.17991 1.16056 1.12740
10.000 1.19495 1.17855 1.16022 1.12852
10.500 1.19233 1.17666 1.15942 1.12917
11.000 1.18925 1.17431 1.15820 1.12941
11.500 1.18580 1.17160 1.15656 1.12927
12.000 1.18207 1.16860 1.15456 1.12876
12.500 1.17817 1.16542 1.15228 1.12790
13.000 1.17416 1.16208 1.14979 1.12677
13.500 1.17011 1.15869 1.14713 1.12539
14.000 1.16595 1.15519 1.14433 1.12382
14.500 1.16184 1.15164 1.14149 1.12209
15.000 1.15768 1.14810 1.13851 1.12029
15.500 1.15355 1.14449 1.13553 1.11830
16.000 1.14945 1.14093 1.13246 1.11625
16.500 1.14536 1.13734 1.12940 1.11409
17.000 1.14131 1.13376 1.12629 1.11189
17.500 1.13727 1.13018 1.12319 1.10960
18.000 1.13327 1.12661 1.12004 1.10727
18.500 1.12929 1.12303 1.11688 1.10486
19.000 1.12534 1.11947 1.11370 1.10240
19.500 1.12140 1.11590 1.11050 1.09987
20.000 1.11750 1.11233 1.10728 1.09730
21.000 1.10971 1.10520 1.10077 1.09195
22.000 1.10205 1.09809 1.09423 1.08644
23.000 1.09445 1.09099 1.08761 1.08075
24.000 1.08693 1.08390 1.08093 1.07488
25.000 1.07948 1.07683 1.07422 1.06886
26.000 1.07207 1.06975 1.06747 1.06273
27.391 1.06188 1.05996 1.05806 1.05406
27.392 1.06186 1.06333 1.06473 1.06774
30.000 1.04315 1.04476 1.04629 1.04960
33.000 1.02203 1.02358 1.02506 1.02826
36.000 1.00128 1.00280 1.00425 1.00740
39.000 0.98090 0.98242 0.98385 0.98697
42.000 0.96090 0.96242 0.96385 0.96697
45.000 0.94129 0.94281 0.94425 0.94738
50.000 0.91024 0.91176 0.91319 0.91631
52.148 0.89670 0.89821 0.89965 0.90276
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Figure A-67. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 41-44)
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Table A-13. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 45-48)

Std U0, = 4.79 wt % 2*°U, Gd»03-UO, = 3.01 wt % - 3.99 wt % 2%°U, BsC= 2.1 wt %, 12 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.22508 1.19876 1.16062 1.11153
0.125 1.19365 1.16856 1.13263 1.08584
0.250 1.19173 1.16686 1.13140 1.08492
0.375 1.19042 1.16572 1.13068 1.08450
0.500 1.18948 1.16494 1.13029 1.08437
0.625 1.18885 1.16443 1.13016 1.08449
0.750 1.18843 1.16414 1.13023 1.08477
0.875 1.18817 1.16399 1.13042 1.08518
1.000 1.18803 1.16395 1.13074 1.08567
1.250 1.18798 1.16408 1.13153 1.08680
1.500 1.18807 1.16435 1.13247 1.08790
1.750 1.18825 1.16470 1.13348 1.08939
2.000 1.18848 1.16508 1.13454 1.09072
2.250 1.18873 1.16547 1.13560 1.09206
2.500 1.18899 1.16588 1.13668 1.09339
2.750 1.18927 1.16629 1.13776 1.09471
3.000 1.18956 1.16672 1.13885 1.09603
3.250 1.18983 1.16712 1.13990 1.09734
3.500 1.19015 1.16755 1.14100 1.09863
3.750 1.19050 1.16800 1.14211 1.09994
4.000 1.19086 1.16847 1.14323 1.10126
4.250 1.19122 1.16894 1.14434 1.10259
4.500 1.19161 1.16944 1.14548 1.10391
4,750 1.19203 1.16995 1.14665 1.10524
5.000 1.19246 1.17049 1.14781 1.10659
5.250 1.19290 1.17103 1.14897 1.10795
5.500 1.19336 1.17159 1.15016 1.10931
5.750 1.19384 1.17217 1.15136 1.11069
6.000 1.19434 1.17277 1.15257 1.11208
6.250 1.19484 1.17338 1.15377 1.11348
6.500 1.19533 1.17399 1.15493 1.11487
6.750 1.19578 1.17457 1.15608 1.11623
7.000 1.19621 1.17514 1.15723 1.11762
7.500 1.19679 1.17604 1.15913 1.12013
8.000 1.19720 1.17691 1.16090 1.12270
8.500 1.19715 1.17743 1.16221 1.12504
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Table A-13. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 45-48), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.19651 1.17749 1.16290 1.12704
9.500 1.19525 1.17701 1.16301 1.12859
10.000 1.19343 1.17603 1.16255 1.12968
10.500 1.19111 1.17455 1.16158 1.13031
11.000 1.18832 1.17263 1.16014 1.13051
11.500 1.18513 1.17031 1.15829 1.13030
12.000 1.18163 1.16764 1.15610 1.12972
12.500 1.17790 1.16472 1.15365 1.12880
13.000 1.17400 1.16157 1.15102 1.12760
13.500 1.17001 1.15828 1.14824 1.12617
14.000 1.16597 1.15490 1.14538 1.12455
14.500 1.16189 1.15148 1.14244 1.12280
15.000 1.15776 1.14793 1.13941 1.12092
15.500 1.15366 1.14442 1.13636 1.11893
16.000 1.14955 1.14084 1.13326 1.11684
16.500 1.14548 1.13729 1.13014 1.11466
17.000 1.14142 1.13372 1.12701 1.11243
17.500 1.13740 1.13016 1.12385 1.11012
18.000 1.13339 1.12659 1.12067 1.10775
18.500 1.12941 1.12303 1.11746 1.10532
19.000 1.12545 1.11947 1.11424 1.10283
19.500 1.12152 1.11590 1.11101 1.10028
20.000 1.11760 1.11235 1.10776 1.09768
21.000 1.10982 1.10522 1.10118 1.09229
22.000 1.10217 1.09814 1.09457 1.08675
23.000 1.09457 1.09107 1.08790 1.08100
24.000 1.08704 1.08399 1.08119 1.07509
25.000 1.07959 1.07691 1.07444 1.06905
26.000 1.07218 1.06984 1.06766 1.06290
27.391 1.06199 1.06005 1.05820 1.05420
27.392 1.06196 1.06344 1.06482 1.06784
30.000 1.04325 1.04486 1.04638 1.04970
33.000 1.02212 1.02368 1.02515 1.02835
36.000 1.00136 1.00289 1.00433 1.00749
39.000 0.98098 0.98250 0.98393 0.98705
42.000 0.96098 0.96249 0.96393 0.96705
45.000 0.94136 0.94288 0.94433 0.94746
50.000 0.91030 0.91181 0.91326 0.91638
52.148 0.89676 0.89826 0.89972 0.90283
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Figure A-68. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 45-48)
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Table A-14. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 49-52)

Std UO; = 4.79 wt % 2%°U, Gd»03-UO, = 3.01 wt % - 3.99 wt % 2*°U, B4C= 2.1 wt %, 8 Gd rods, and
Gdy05-UO; = 8.17 wt % - 2.87 wt % 2°U, 8 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.16674 1.14183 1.11207 1.06364
0.125 1.13795 1.11425 1.08597 1.03990
0.250 1.13626 1.11283 1.08480 1.03914
0.375 1.13517 1.11195 1.08414 1.03887
0.500 1.13443 1.11141 1.08379 1.03889
0.625 1.13395 1.11112 1.08368 1.03914
0.750 1.13368 1.11103 1.08374 1.03953
0.875 1.13354 1.11106 1.08393 1.04003
1.000 1.13342 1.11110 1.08422 1.04062
1.250 1.13365 1.11166 1.08493 1.04191
1.500 1.13392 1.11224 1.08578 1.04333
1.750 1.13423 1.11288 1.08665 1.04478
2.000 1.13460 1.11355 1.08757 1.04624
2.250 1.13495 1.11422 1.08846 1.04770
2.500 1.13533 1.11489 1.08936 1.04914
2.750 1.13568 1.11557 1.09025 1.05057
3.000 1.13605 1.11622 1.09114 1.05199
3.250 1.13629 1.11689 1.09189 1.05337
3.500 1.13668 1.11749 1.09278 1.05469
3.750 1.13708 1.11818 1.09366 1.05610
4.000 1.13747 1.11886 1.09455 1.05749
4.250 1.13788 1.11956 1.09543 1.05889
4.500 1.13830 1.12029 1.09632 1.06028
4.750 1.13875 1.12101 1.09723 1.06170
5.000 1.13919 1.12173 1.09815 1.06311
5.250 1.13965 1.12248 1.09907 1.06451
5.500 1.14013 1.12323 1.10001 1.06594
5.750 1.14063 1.12400 1.10096 1.06737
6.000 1.14113 1.12477 1.10193 1.06880
6.250 1.14164 1.12552 1.10290 1.07024
6.500 1.14214 1.12625 1.10389 1.07165
6.750 1.14260 1.12695 1.10482 1.07306
7.000 1.14304 1.12768 1.10575 1.07452
7.500 1.14369 1.12869 1.10745 1.07700
8.000 1.14421 1.12957 1.10914 1.07955
8.500 1.14437 1.13004 1.11058 1.08186
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Table A-14. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 49-52), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.14410 1.13006 1.11169 1.08381
9.500 1.14347 1.12968 1.11246 1.08539
10.000 1.14252 1.12896 1.11295 1.08662
10.500 1.14123 1.12797 1.11311 1.08762
11.000 1.13970 1.12670 1.11300 1.08831
11.500 1.13800 1.12525 1.11270 1.08872
12.000 1.13617 1.12370 1.11221 1.08895
12.500 1.13420 1.12207 1.11153 1.08908
13.000 1.13229 1.12037 1.11080 1.08906
13.500 1.13031 1.11873 1.11002 1.08891
14.000 1.12837 1.11701 1.10913 1.08875
14.500 1.12638 1.11537 1.10824 1.08858
15.000 1.12437 1.11369 1.10718 1.08823
15.500 1.12242 1.11196 1.10618 1.08785
16.000 1.12048 1.11032 1.10513 1.08743
16.500 1.11861 1.10867 1.10412 1.08689
17.000 1.11678 1.10706 1.10308 1.08639
17.500 1.11494 1.10550 1.10201 1.08586
18.000 1.11310 1.10392 1.10089 1.08526
18.500 1.11123 1.10235 1.09971 1.08463
19.000 1.10926 1.10074 1.09841 1.08395
19.500 1.10722 1.09907 1.09698 1.08317
20.000 1.10502 1.09732 1.09544 1.08229
21.000 1.09989 1.09312 1.09147 1.07981
22.000 1.09424 1.08861 1.08690 1.07690
23.000 1.08787 1.08336 1.08145 1.07318
24.000 1.08093 1.07739 1.07530 1.06860
25.000 1.07370 1.07084 1.06876 1.06321
26.000 1.06639 1.06399 1.06204 1.05732
27.391 1.05624 1.05431 1.05263 1.04872
27.392 1.05621 1.05776 1.05920 1.06233
30.000 1.03757 1.03926 1.04081 1.04427
33.000 1.01648 1.01811 1.01961 1.02295
36.000 0.99576 0.99736 0.99883 1.00210
39.000 0.97543 0.97700 0.97846 0.98170
42.000 0.95548 0.95705 0.95852 0.96174
45.000 0.93594 0.93751 0.93898 0.94220
50.000 0.90504 0.90659 0.90806 0.91125
52.148 0.89156 0.89310 0.89458 0.89776
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Figure A-69. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 49-52)
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Table A-15. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 53-56)

Std U0, = 4.79 wt % 23U, Gd»03-UO; = 3.01 wt % - 3.99 wt % *°U, B4C= 2.1 wt %, 8 Gd rods, and
Gd,03-U0O, = 8.17 wt % - 2.87 wt % 2*°U, 8 Gd rods

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
0.000 1.16832 1.14283 1.10915 1.06098
0.125 1.13948 1.11519 1.08336 1.03745
0.250 1.13779 1.11377 1.08230 1.03673
0.375 1.13670 1.11286 1.08172 1.03649
0.500 1.13596 1.11230 1.08148 1.03654
0.625 1.13548 1.11198 1.08146 1.03680
0.750 1.13520 1.11185 1.08163 1.03722
0.875 1.13506 1.11185 1.08191 1.03774
1.000 1.13494 1.11187 1.08220 1.03834
1.250 1.13517 1.11234 1.08320 1.03965
1.500 1.13543 1.11285 1.08425 1.04109
1.750 1.13575 1.11340 1.08534 1.04255
2.000 1.13611 1.11399 1.08646 1.04402
2.250 1.13647 1.11457 1.08757 1.04547
2.500 1.13684 1.11516 1.08868 1.04692
2.750 1.13721 1.11573 1.08978 1.04834
3.000 1.13757 1.11631 1.09087 1.04976
3.250 1.13794 1.11686 1.09187 1.05105
3.500 1.13824 1.11736 1.09299 1.05244
3.750 1.13864 1.11795 1.08409 1.05383
4.000 1.13904 1.11855 1.09519 1.05522
4.250 1.13946 1.11914 1.09630 1.05661
4.500 1.13990 1.11977 1.09743 1.05799
4.750 1.14035 1.12040 1.09857 1.05939
5.000 1.14080 1.12104 1.09969 1.06079
5.250 1.14127 1.12169 1.10084 1.06220
5.500 1.14176 1.12236 1.10200 1.06362
5.750 1.14227 1.12304 1.10317 1.06504
6.000 1.14278 1.12373 1.10433 1.06648
6.250 1.14329 1.12442 1.10549 1.06791
6.500 1.14376 1.12509 1.10660 1.06934
6.750 1.14423 1.12574 1.10776 1.07079
7.000 1.14470 1.12643 1.10882 1.07219
7.500 1.14527 1.12743 1.11065 1.07481
8.000 1.14569 1.12836 1.11235 1.07750
8.500 1.14573 1.12896 1.11368 1.08000
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Table A-15. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 53-56), Cont.

Burnup k-infinity Vs Burnup
GWd/mtU 0 BP rods 4 BP rods 8 BP rods 16 BP rods
9.000 1.14532 1.12918 1.11456 1.08222
9.500 1.14449 1.12897 1.11500 1.08409
10.000 1.14335 1.12846 1.11513 1.08572
10.500 1.14193 1.12767 1.11495 1.08707
11.000 1.14018 1.12657 1.11445 1.08808
11.500 1.13824 1.12526 1.11373 1.08886
12.000 1.13625 1.12383 1.11292 1.08945
12.500 1.13417 1.12232 1.11200 1.08984
13.000 1.13198 1.12070 1.11095 1.09002
13.500 1.12983 1.11907 1.10988 1.09010
14.000 1.12779 1.11747 1.10883 1.09018
14.500 1.12564 1.11582 1.10772 1.09010
15.000 1.12349 1.11415 1.10650 1.08989
15.500 1.12139 1.11245 1.10532 1.08961
16.000 1.11924 1.11076 1.10404 1.08922
16.500 1.11720 1.10909 1.10283 1.08882
17.000 1.11521 1.10745 1.10162 1.08839
17.500 1.11320 1.10583 1.10037 1.08788
18.000 1.11124 1.10420 1.09909 1.08732
18.500 1.10929 1.10257 1.09781 1.08669
19.000 1.10731 1.10089 1.09645 1.08597
19.500 1.10528 1.09919 1.09503 1.08513
20.000 1.10316 1.09739 1.09349 1.08415
21.000 1.09835 1.09323 1.08976 1.08145
22.000 1.09313 1.08871 1.08556 1.07817
23.000 1.08725 1.08351 1.08065 1.07407
24.000 1.08070 1.07758 1.07499 1.06917 °
25.000 1.07367 1.07105 1.06873 1.06358
26.000 1.06645 1.06419 1.06212 1.05758
27.391 1.05637 1.05450 1.05274 1.04892
27.392 1.05634 1.05787 1.05930 1.06242
30.000 1.03770 1.03936 1.04093 1.04434
33.000 1.01661 1.01822 1.01973 1.02303
36.000 0.99589 0.99747 0.99896 1.00219
39.000 0.97555 0.97711 0.97859 0.98179
42.000 0.95560 0.95716 0.95864 0.96184
45.000 0.93606 0.93761 0.93910 0.94230
50.000 0.90514 0.90669 0.90817 0.91135
52.148 0.89166 0.89320 0.89468 0.89786
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Figure A-70. k-infinity Vs Burnup for Various BP Loading (Figures 53-56)
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Table A-16. Sample of Results (Number Density Vs Burnup)

NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE
64155 45103 60143 60145 62147 62149 62150 62151 62152

BURNUP | Gd-155 Rh-103 Nd-143 Nd-145 | Sm-147 | Sm-149 | Sm-150 | Sm-151 | Sm-152

GWd/mtU | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/lbarn-cm | at/barn-cm

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.125 | 2.74E-13 | 2.80E-08 | 5.30E-08 | 3.54E-08 | 2.92E-11 | 3.85E-09 | 4.90E-10 | 4.17E-08 | 2.51E-08
0.250 | 1.06E-12 | 5.60E-08 | 1.06E-07 | 7.07E-08 | 1.16E-10 | 1.00E-08 { 2.75E-09 | 8.19E-09 | 5.17E-09
0.375 | 2.29E-12 | 8.40E-08 | 1.59E-07 | 1.06E-07 | 2.61E-10 | 1.55E-08 | 6.93E-09 | 1.21E-08 | 7.98E-09
0.500 [ 3.93E-12 | 1.12E-07 | 2.11E-07 | 1.41E-07 | 4.63E-10 | 1.98E-08 | 1.27E-08 | 1.58E-08 | 1.09E-08
0.625 | 5.93E-12 | 1.40E-07 | 2.64E-07 | 1.76E-07 | 7.20E-10 | 2.30E-08 | 1.96E-08 | 1.94E-08 | 1.40E-08
0.750 | 8.26E-12 | 1.68E-07 | 3.16E-07 | 2.11E-07 | 1.03E-09 | 2.54E-08 | 2.73E-08 | 2.29E-08 | 1.72E-08
0.875 | 1.09E-11 | 1.96E-07 | 3.68E-07 | 2.46E-07 { 1.40E-09 | 2.72E-08 | 3.58E-08 | 2.63E-08 | 2.05E-08
1.000 | 1.38E-11 | 2.24E-07 | 4.21E-07 | 2.81E-07 | 1.83E-09 | 2.85E-08 | 4.47E-08 | 2.96E-08 | 2.39E-08
1.250 | 2.02E-11 | 2.80E-07 | 5.24E-07 | 3.51E-07 | 2.83E-09 | 3.03E-08 | 6.34E-08 | 3.58E-08 | 3.11E-08
1.500 | 2.74E-11 | 3.36E-07 | 6.28E-07 | 4.21E-07 | 4.06E-09 | 3.14E-08 | 8.30E-08 | 4.17E-08 | 3.87E-08
1.750 | 3.53E-11 | 3.91E-07 | 7.31E-07 | 4.90E-07 | 5.48E-09 | 3.21E-08 | 1.03E-07 | 4.71E-08 | 4.66E-08
2.000 | 4.36E-11 | 4.47E-07 | 8.33E-07 | 5.59E-07 | 7.12E-09 | 3.27E-08 | 1.23E-07 | 5.23E-08 | 5.49E-08
2.250 | 5.23E-11 | 5.03E-07 | 9.36E-07 | 6.28E-07 | 8.95E-09 | 3.31E-08 | 1.44E-07 | 5.71E-08 | 6.35E-08
2500 | 6.14E-11 | 5.59E-07 | 1.04E-06 | 6.97E-07 | 1.10E-08 | 3.34E-08 | 1.65E-07 | 6.17E-08 | 7.23E-08
2.750 | 7.07E-11 | 6.14E-07 | 1.14E-06 | 7.65E-07 | 1.32E-08 | 3.37E-08 | 1.86E-07 | 6.60E-08 | 8.14E-08
3.000 | 8.02E-11 | 6.70E-07 | 1.24E-06 | 8.33E-07 | 1.56E-08 | 3.39E-08 | 2.07E-07 | 7.00E-08 | 9.07E-08
3.250 | 8.98E-11 | 7.26E-07 | 1.34E-06 | 9.01E-07 | 1.82E-08 | 3.42E-08 | 2.28E-07 | 7.39E-08 | 1.00E-07
3.500 | 9.96E-11 | 7.81E-07 | 1.44E-06 | 9.69E-07 | 2.10E-08 | 3.44E-08 | 2.50E-07 | 7.75E-08 | 1.10E-07
3.750 | 1.10E-10 | 8.36E-07 | 1.54E-06 | 1.04E-06 | 2.39E-08 | 3.46E-08 | 2.71E-07 | 8.09E-08 | 1.20E-07
4.000 | 1.20E-10 | 8.92E-07 | 1.64E-06 | 1.10E-06 | 2.70E-08 | 3.48E-08 | 2.93E-07 | 8.41E-08 | 1.30E-07
4.250 | 1.30E-10 | 9.47E-07 | 1.74E-06 | 1.17E-06 | 3.03E-08 | 3.50E-08 | 3.15E-07 | 8.72E-08 | 1.40E-07
4.500 | 1.40E-10 | 1.00E-06 | 1.84E-06 | 1.24E-06 | 3.38E-08 | 3.52E-08 | 3.37E-07 | 9.01E-08 | 1.50E-07
4.750 | 1.50E-10 | 1.06E-06 | 1.93E-06 | 1.31E-06 | 3.74E-08 | 3.53E-08 | 3.59E-07 | 9.29E-08 | 1.60E-07
5.000 | 1.60E-10 | 1.11E-06 | 2.03E-06 | 1.37E-06 | 4.12E-08 | 3.55E-08 | 3.81E-07 | 9.55E-08 | 1.71E-07
5.250 | 1.70E-10 | 1.17E-06 | 2.13E-06 | 1.44E-06 | 4.51E-08 | 3.57E-08 | 4.03E-07 | 9.80E-08 | 1.81E-07
5.500 | 1.80E-10 | 1.22E-06 | 2.22E-06 | 1.50E-06 | 4.92E-08 | 3.59E-08 | 4.25E-07 | 1.00E-07 | 1.92E-07
5.750 | 1.90E-10 | 1.28E-06 | 2.32E-06 | 1.57E-06 | 5.35E-08 | 3.60E-08 | 4.47E-07 | 1.03E-07 | 2.02E-07
6.000 | 2.01E-10 | 1.33E-06 | 2.42E-06 | 1.64E-06 | 5.79E-08 | 3.62E-08 | 4.70E-07 | 1.05E-07 | 2.13E-07
6.250 | 2.11E-10 | 1.39E-06 | 2.51E-06 | 1.70E-06 | 6.24E-08 | 3.63E-08 | 4.92E-07 | 1.07E-07 | 2.24E-07
6.500 | 2.21E-10 | 1.44E-06 | 2.61E-06 | 1.77E-06 | 6.71E-08 | 3.65E-08 | 5.15E-07 | 1.09E-07 | 2.34E-07
6.750 | 2.31E-10 | 1.49E-06 | 2.70E-06 | 1.83E-06 | 7.19E-08 | 3.67E-08 | 5.38E-07 | 1.11E-07 | 2.45E-07
7.000 | 2.42E-10 | 1.55E-06 | 2.80E-06 | 1.90E-06 | 7.68E-08 | 3.68E-08 | 5.60E-07 | 1.13E-07 | 2.56E-07
7.500 | 2.63E-10 | 1.66E-06 | 2.98E-06 | 2.03E-06 | 8.71E-08 | 3.71E-08 | 6.06E-07 | 1.16E-07 | 2.77E-07
8.000 | 2.83E-10 | 1.76E-06 | 3.17E-06 | 2.16E-06 | 9.79E-08 | 3.74E-08 | 6.52E-07 | 1.19E-07 | 2.99E-07
8.500 | 3.05E-10 | 1.87E-06 | 3.35E-06 | 2.29E-06 | 1.0SE-07 | 3.76E-08 | 6.99E-07 | 1.22E-07 | 3.20E-07
9.000 | 3.26E-10 | 1.98E-06 | 3.54E-06 | 2.41E-06 | 1.21E-07 | 3.79E-08 | 7.45E-07 | 1.25E-07 | 3.42E-07
9.500 | 3.47E-10 | 2.08E-06 | 3.72E-06 | 2.54E-06 | 1.33E-07 | 3.81E-08 | 7.92E-07 | 1.27E-07 | 3.63E-07
10.000 | 3.69E-10 | 2.19E-06 | 3.90E-06 | 2.67E-06 | 1.46E-07 | 3.83E-08 | 8.40E-07 | 1.30E-07 | 3.84E-07
10.500 | 3.91E-10 | 2.30E-06 | 4.08E-06 | 2.79E-06 | 1.58E-07 | 3.85E-08 | 8.87E-07 | 1.32E-07 | 4.06E-07
11.000 | 4.13E-10 | 2.40E-06 | 4.25E-06 | 2.92E-06 | 1.72E-07 | 3.87E-08 | 9.35E-07 | 1.34E-07 | 4.27E-07
11.500 | 4.36E-10 | 2.50E-06 | 4.43E-06 | 3.04E-06 | 1.86E-07 | 3.89E-08 | 9.83E-07 | 1.36E-07 | 4.47E-07
12.000 | 4.59E-10 | 2.61E-06 | 4.60E-06 | 3.16E-06 | 2.00E-07 | 3.90E-08 | 1.03E-06 | 1.38E-07 | 4.68E-07
12.500 | 4.82E-10 | 2.71E-06 | 4.78E-06 | 3.29E-06 | 2.14E-07 | 3.92E-08 | 1.08E-06 | 1.40E-07 | 4.88E-07
13.000 | 5.06E-10 | 2.81E-06 | 4.95E-06 | 3.41E-06 | 2.29E-07 | 3.93E-08 | 1.13E-06 | 1.42E-07 | 5.09E-07
13.500 | 5.30E-10 | 2.92E-06 | 5.12E-06 | 3.53E-06 | 2.44E-07 | 3.94E-08 | 1.18E-06 | 1.44E-07 | 5.29E-07
14.000 | 5.55E-10 | 3.02E-06 | 5.29E-06 | 3.65E-06 | 2.59E-07 | 3.95E-08 | 1.23E-06 | 1.46E-07 | 5.49E-07
14.500 J 5.80E-10 | 3.12E-06 | 5.45E-06 | 3.77E-06 | 2.74E-07 | 3.96E-08 | 1.28E-06 | 1.47E-07 | 5.68E-07
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Table A-16. Sample of Results (Number Density Vs Burnup), Cont.

NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE
64155 45103 60143 60145 62147 62149 62150 62151 62152

BURNuUP | Gd-155 Rh-103 Nd-143 Nd-145 Sm-147 Sm-149 Sm-150 Sm-151 Sm-152
‘| GWd/mtU | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm

15.000 | 6.06E-10 | 3.22E-06 | 5.62E-06 | 3.89E-06 | 2.90E-07 | 3.97E-08 | 1.32E-06 | 1.49E-07 | 5.88E-07
15.500 | 6.32E-10 | 3.32E-06 | 5.78E-06 | 4.01E-06 | 3.06E-07 | 3.98E-08 | 1.37E-06 | 1.50E-07 | 6.07E-07
16.000 | 6.58E-10 | 3.42E-06 | 5.95E-06 | 4.13E-06 | 3.22E-07 | 3.99E-08 | 1.42E-06 | 1.52E-07 | 6.26E-07
16.500 | 6.86E-10 | 3.52E-06 | 6.11E-06 | 4.25E-06 | 3.38E-07 | 4.00E-08 | 1.47E-06 | 1.53E-07 | 6.45E-07
17.000 | 7.13E-10 | 3.61E-06 | 6.27E-06 | 4.36E-06 | 3.55E-07 | 4.00E-08 | 1.52E-06 | 1.55E-07 | 6.64E-07
17.500 | 7.41E-10 | 3.71E-06 | 6.42E-06 | 4.48E-06 | 3.72E-07 | 4.01E-08 | 1.57E-06 | 1.56E-07 | 6.83E-07
18.000 | 7.70E-10 | 3.81E-06 | 6.58E-06 | 4.60E-06 | 3.89E-07 | 4.01E-08 | 1.62E-06 | 1.58E-07 | 7.01E-07
18.500 | 7.99E-10 | 3.90E-06 | 6.74E-06 | 4.71E-06 | 4.06E-07 | 4.01E-08 | 1.67E-06 | 1.59E-07 | 7.19E-07
19.000 | 8.28E-10 | 4.00E-06 | 6.89E-06 | 4.83E-06 | 4.23E-07 | 4.02E-08 | 1.72E-06 | 1.61E-07 | 7.37E-07
19.500 | 8.59E-10 | 4.09E-06 | 7.04E-06 | 4.94E-06 | 4.40E-07 | 4.02E-08 | 1.77E-06 | 1.62E-07 | 7.55E-07
20.000 | 8.89E-10 | 4.19E-06 | 7.20E-06 | 5.05E-06 | 4.57E-07 | 4.02E-08 | 1.82E-06 | 1.63E-07 | 7.72E-07
21.000 | 9.53E-10 | 4.38E-06 | 7.49E-06 | 5.28E-06 | 4.92E-07 | 4.03E-08 | 1.93E-06 | 1.66E-07 | 8.07E-07
22.000 | 1.02E-09 | 4.56E-06 | 7.79E-06 | 5.50E-06 | 5.28E-07 | 4.03E-08 | 2.03E-06 | 1.68E-07 | 8.41E-07
23.000 | 1.08E-09 | 4.74E-06 | 8.07E-06 | 5.72E-06 | 5.63E-07 | 4.02E-08 | 2.13E-06 | 1.71E-07 | 8.74E-07
24.000 | 1.15E-09 | 4.92E-06 | 8.36E-06 | 5.93E-06 | 5.99E-07 | 4.02E-08 | 2.23E-06 | 1.73E-07 | 9.06E-07
25.000 | 1.22E-09 | 5.10E-06 | 8.63E-06 | 6.15E-06 | 6.35E-07 | 4.01E-08 | 2.33E-06 | 1.75E-07 | 9.37E-07
26.000 | 1.20E-09 | 5.27E-06 | 8.90E-06 | 6.36E-06 | 6.71E-07 | 4.00E-08 | 2.43E-06 | 1.77E-07 | 9.68E-07
27.391 | 1.40E-09 | 5.51E-06 | 9.27E-06 | 6.65E-06 | 7.20E-07 | 3.99E-08 | 2.57E-06 | 1.81E-07 | 1.01E-06
30.000 | 1.56E-09 | 5.95E-06 | 9.92E-06 | 7.19E-06 | 8.14E-07 | 3.82E-08 | 2.84E-06 | 1.83E-07 | 1.09E-06
50.000 | 2.79E-09 | 8.62E-06 | 1.36E-05 | 1.07E-05 | 1.43E-06 | 3.33E-08 | 4.75E-06 | 2.09E-07 | 1.56E-06
52148 | 2.81E-09 | 8.85E-06 | 1.38E-05 | 1.10E-05 | 1.48E-06 | 3.21E-08 | 4.94E-06 | 2.09E-07 | 1.61E-06

TDR-UDC-NU-000005 REV 00 A-62 May 2002



Table A-16. Sample of Results (Number Density Vs Burnup), Cont.

NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE
63153 63155 92234 92235 92236 92238 93237 94238 94239
BURNUP | Eu-153 Eu-155 U-234 U-235 U-236 U-238 Np-237 Pu-238 Pu-239
GWd/mtU | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm
0.000 0 0 2.62E-06 | 3.26E-04 0] 6.61E-03 0 0 0
0.125 1.59E-09 | 3.53E-10 | 2.61E-06 | 3.25E-04 | 2.09E-07 | 6.61E-03 | 2.86E-09 | 3.72E-12 | 1.87E-07
0.250 3.20E-09 | 7.05E-10 | 2.61E-06 | 3.24E-04 | 4.19E-07 | 6.61E-03 | 5.95E-09 | 1.55E-11 | 5.66E-07
0.375 4.83E-09 | 1.06E-09 | 2.61E-06 | 3.23E-04 | 6.28E-07 | 6.61E-03 | 9.16E-09 | 3.56E-11 | 1.00E-06
0.500 6.47E-09 | 1.41E-09 | 2.60E-06 | 3.22E-04 | 8.36E-07 | 6.60E-03 | 1.25E-08 | 6.45E-11 | 1.45E-06
0.625 8.14E-09 | 1.76E-09 | 2.60E-06 | 3.21E-04 | 1.04E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 1.60E-08 | 1.02E-10 | 1.90E-06
0.750 9.83E-09 | 2.11E-09 | 2.59E-06 | 3.20E-04 | 1.25E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 1.97E-08 | 1.50E-10 | 2.34E-06
0.875 1.15E-08 | 2.46E-09 | 2.59E-06 | 3.18E-04 | 1.45E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 2.34E-08 | 2.07E-10 | 2.78E-06
1.000 1.33E-08 | 2.80E-09 | 2.59E-06 | 3.17E-04 | 1.66E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 2.74E-08 | 2.74E-10 | 3.22E-06
1.250 1.68E-08 | 3.50E-09 | 2.58E-06 | 3.15E-04 | 2.06E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 3.56E-08 | 4.41E-10 | 4.08E-06
1.500 2.04E-08 | 4.20E-09 | 2.57E-06 | 3.13E-04 | 2.47E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 4.44E-08 | 6.52E-10 | 4.92E-06
1.750 2.41E-08 | 4.90E-09 | 2.56E-06 | 3.11E-04 | 2.87E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 5.38E-08 | 9.11E-10 | 5.75E-06
2.000 2.80E-08 | 5.60E-09 | 2.55E-06 | 3.09E-04 | 3.26E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 6.36E-08 | 1.22E-09 | 6.55E-06
2.250 3.19E-08 | 6.30E-09 | 2.54E-06 | 3.07E-04 | 3.65E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 7.39E-08 | 1.58E-09 | 7.34E-06
2.500 3.60E-08 | 6.99E-09 | 2.54E-06 | 3.05E-04 | 4.04E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 8.47E-08 | 1.99E-09 | 8.12E-06
2.750 4.01E-08 | 7.69E-09 | 2.53E-06 | 3.03E-04 | 4.43E-06 | 6.60E-03 | 9.59E-08 | 2.47E-09 | 8.87E-06
3.000 4.44E-08 | 8.39E-09 | 2.52E-06 | 3.01E-04 | 4.81E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 1.08E-07 | 2.98E-09 | 9.62E-06
3.250 4.88E-08 | 9.09E-09 | 2.51E-06 | 3.00E-04 | 5.19E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 1.20E-07 | 3.59E-09 | 1.03E-05
3.500 5.32E-08 | 9.79E-09 | 2.50E-06 | 2.98E-04 | 5.57E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 1.32E-07 | 4.24E-09 | 1.11E-05
3.750 5.79E-08 | 1.05E-08 | 2.50E-06 | 2.96E-04 | 5.94E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 1.45E-07 | 4.96E-09 | 1.18E-05
4.000 6.26E-08 | 1.12E-08 | 2.49E-06 | 2.94E-04 | 6.31E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 1.59E-07 | 5.74E-09 | 1.24E-05
4.250 6.74E-08 | 1.19E-08 | 2.48E-06 | 2.92E-04 | 6.68E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 1.72E-07 | 6.59E-09 | 1.31E-05
4.500 7.24E-08 | 1.26E-08 | 2.47E-06 | 2.90E-04 | 7.05E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 1.87E-07 | 7.52E-09 | 1.38E-05
4.750 7.75E-08 | 1.33E-08 | 2.46E-06 | 2.88E-04 | 7.41E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 2.01E-07 | 8.51E-09 | 1.44E-05
5.000 8.27E-08 | 1.40E-08 | 2.46E-06 | 2.86E-04 | 7.77E-06 | 6.59E-03 | 2.16E-07 | 9.59E-09 | 1.50E-05
5.250 8.80E-08 | 1.48E-08 | 2.45E-06 | 2.84E-04 | 8.13E-06 | 6.58E-03 | 2.32E-07 | 1.07E-08 | 1.56E-05
5.500 9.34E-08 | 1.55E-08 | 2.44E-06 | 2.83E-04 | 8.48E-06 | 6.58E-03 | 2.48E-07 | 1.20E-08 | 1.62E-05
5.750 9.90E-08 | 1.62E-08 | 2.43E-06 | 2.81E-04 | 8.84E-06 | 6.58E-03 | 2.64E-07 | 1.33E-08 | 1.68E-05
6.000 1.05E-07 | 1.69E-08 | 2.43E-06 | 2.79E-04 | 9.19E-06 | 6.58E-03 | 2.80E-07 | 1.47E-08 | 1.74E-05
6.250 1.10E-07 | 1.77E-08 | 2.42E-06 | 2.77E-04 | 9.53E-06 | 6.58E-03 | 2.97E-07 | 1.61E-08 | 1.80E-05
6.500 1.16E-07 | 1.84E-08 | 2.41E-06 | 2.75E-04 | 9.88E-06 | 6.58E-03 | 3.14E-07 | 1.77E-08 | 1.86E-05
6.750 1.22E-07 | 1.92E-08 | 2.40E-06 | 2.74E-04 | 1.02E-05 | 6.58E-03 | 3.32E-07 | 1.93E-08 | 1.91E-05
7.000 1.29E-07 | 1.99E-08 | 2.39E-06 | 2.72E-04 | 1.06E-05 | 6.58E-03 | 3.50E-07 | 2.11E-08 | 1.96E-05
7.500 1.41E-07 | 2.14E-08 | 2.38E-06 | 2.68E-04 | 1.12E-05 | 6.57E-03 | 3.86E-07 | 2.48E-08 | 2.07E-05
8.000 1.54E-07 | 2.30E-08 | 2.36E-06 | 2.65E-04 | 1.19E-05 | 6.57E-03 | 4.24E-07 | 2.89E-08 | 2.17E-05
8.500 1.68E-07 | 2.46E-08 | 2.35E-06 | 2.61E-04 | 1.26E-05 | 6.57E-03 | 4.62E-07 | 3.34E-08 | 2.27E-05
9.000 1.82E-07 | 2.62E-08 | 2.33E-06 | 2.58E-04 | 1.32E-05 | 6.57E-03 | 5.02E-07 | 3.82E-08 | 2.36E-05
9.500 1.96E-07 | 2.78E-08 | 2.32E-06 | 2.55E-04 | 1.38E-05 | 6.57E-03 | 5.42E-07 | 4.35E-08 | 2.45E-05
10.000 | 2.11E-07 | 2.95E-08 | 2.30E-06 | 2.51E-04 | 1.45E-05 | 6.56E-03 | 5.84E-07 | 4.92E-08 | 2.53E-05
10.500 | 2.26E-07 | 3.12E-08 | 2.29E-06 | 2.48E-04 | 1.51E-05 | 6.56E-03 | 6.27E-07 | 5.53E-08 | 2.62E-05
11.000 | 2.41E-07 | 3.30E-08 | 2.27E-06 | 2.45E-04 | 1.57E-05 | 6.56E-03 | 6.71E-07 | 6.19E-08 | 2.70E-05
11.500 | 2.57E-07 | 3.48E-08 | 2.26E-06 | 2.41E-04 | 1.63E-05 | 6.56E-03 | 7.15E-07 | 6.89E-08 | 2.78E-05
12.000 | 2.74E-07 | 3.67E-08 | 2.24E-06 | 2.38E-04 | 1.69E-05 | 6.56E-03 | 7.61E-07 | 7.63E-08 | 2.85E-05
12.500 | 2.90E-07 | 3.86E-08 | 2.23E-06 | 2.35E-04 | 1.75E-05 | 6.55E-03 | 8.07E-07 | 8.42E-08 | 2.92E-05
13.000 | 3.07E-07 | 4.06E-08 | 2.21E-06 | 2.32E-04 | 1.81E-05 | 6.55E-03 | 8.54E-07 | 9.26E-08 | 2.99E-05
13.500 | 3.25E-07 | 4.26E-08 | 2.20E-06 | 2.29E-04 | 1.86E-05 | 6.55E-03 | 9.02E-07 | 1.02E-07 | 3.06E-05
14.000 | 3.42E-07 | 4.47E-08 | 2.19E-06 | 2.26E-04 | 1.92E-05 | 6.55E-03 | 9.51E-07 | 1.11E-07 | 3.12E-05
14.500 | 3.60E-07 | 4.69E-08 | 2.17E-06 | 2.23E-04 | 1.98E-05 | 6.54E-03 | 1.00E-06 | 1.21E-07 | 3.18E-05
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Table A-16. Sample of Results (Number Density Vs Burnup), Cont.

NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE
63153 63155 92234 92235 92236 92238 93237 94238 94239

BURNUP | Eu-153 | Eu-155 | U-234 | U-235 | U-236 | U-238 | Np-237 | Pu-238 | Pu-239

GWd/mtU | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm

15.000 | 3.79E-07 | 4.91E-08 | 2.16E-06 | 2.20E-04 | 2.03E-05 | 6.54E-03 | 1.05E-06 | 1.31E-07 | 3.24E-05
15.500 | 3.97E-07 | 5.14E-08 | 2.14E-06 | 2.17E-04 | 2.09E-05 | 6.54E-03 | 1.10E-06 | 1.42E-07 | 3.30E-05
16.000 | 4.16E-07 | 5.37E-08 | 2.13E-06 | 2.14E-04 | 2.14E-05 | 6.54E-03 | 1.15E-06 | 1.54E-07 | 3.35E-05
16.500 | 4.35E-07 | 5.61E-08 | 2.11E-06 | 2.11E-04 | 2.19E-05 | 6.54E-03 | 1.21E-06 | 1.66E-07 | 3.41E-05
17.000 | 4.55E-07 | 5.86E-08 | 2.10E-06 | 2.08E-04 | 2.24E-05 | 6.53E-03 | 1.26E-06 | 1.78E-07 | 3.46E-05
17.500 | 4.74E-07 | 6.11E-08 | 2.09E-06 | 2.05E-04 | 2.29E-05 | 6.53E-03 | 1.31E-06 | 1.91E-07 | 3.51E-05
18.000 | 4.94E-07 | 6.37E-08 | 2.07E-06 | 2.02E-04 | 2.35E-05 | 6.53E-03 | 1.37E-06 | 2.05E-07 | 3.55E-05
18.500 | 5.14E-07 | 6.64E-08 | 2.06E-06 | 2.00E-04 | 2.40E-05 | 6.53E-03 | 1.42E-06 | 2.19E-07 | 3.60E-05
19.000 | 5.34E-07 | 6.91E-08 | 2.04E-06 | 1.97E-04 | 2.44E-05 | 6.52E-03 | 1.48E-06 | 2.34E-07 | 3.64E-05
19.500 | 5.55E-07 | 7.19E-08 | 2.03E-06 | 1.94E-04 | 2.49E-05 | 6.52E-03 | 1.54E-06 | 2.50E-07 | 3.68E-05
20.000 | 5.76E-07 | 7.48E-08 | 2.02E-06 | 1.91E-04 | 2.54E-05 | 6.52E-03 | 1.59E-06 | 2.66E-07 | 3.72E-05
21.000 | 6.18E-07 | 8.08E-08 | 1.99E-06 | 1.86E-04 | 2.64E-05 | 6.52E-03 | 1.71E-06 | 3.00E-07 | 3.80E-05
22.000 | 6.60E-07 | 8.71E-08 | 1.96E-06 | 1.81E-04 | 2.73E-05 | 6.51E-03 | 1.83E-06 | 3.37E-07 | 3.87E-05
23.000 | 7.04E-07 | 9.37E-08 | 1.93E-06 | 1.75E-04 | 2.81E-05 | 6.51E-03 | 1.94E-06 | 3.76E-07 | 3.93E-05
24.000 | 7.48E-07 | 1.01E-07 | 1.91E-06 | 1.70E-04 | 2.90E-05 | 6.50E-03 | 2.07E-06 | 4.18E-07 | 3.99E-05
25.000 | 7.92E-07 | 1.08E-07 | 1.88E-06 | 1.65E-04 | 2.98E-05 | 6.50E-03 | 2.19E-06 | 4.63E-07 | 4.05E-05
26.000 | 8.37E-07 | 1.15E-07 | 1.85E-06 | 1.61E-04 | 3.07E-05 | 6.49E-03 | 2.31E-06 | 5.10E-07 | 4.10E-05
27.391 | 9.00E-07 | 1.26E-07 | 1.82E-06 | 1.54E-04 | 3.17E-05 | 6.49E-03 | 2.49E-06 | 5.81E-07 | 4.16E-05
30.000 | 1.02E-06 | 1.47E-07 | 1.75E-06 | 1.42E-04 | 3.36E-05 | 6.47E-03 | 2.82E-06 | 7.24E-07 | 4.22E-05
50.000 | 1.90E-06 | 3.36E-07 | 1.28E-06 | 7.00E-05 | 4.34E-05 | 6.37E-03 | 5.38E-06 | 2.43E-06 | 4.27E-05
52.148 | 1.99E-06 | 3.57E-07 | 1.23E-06 | 6.41E-05 | 4.40E-05 | 6.36E-03 | 5.63E-06 | 2.67E-06 | 4.24E-05
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Table A-16. Sample of Results (Number Density Vs Burnup), Cont.

NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE

94240 94241 94242 95241 95242 95243 47109 7300 7301
BURNUP | Pu-240 Pu-241 Pu-242 Am-241 | Am-242m| Am-243 | Ag-109 Gd Gd
GWd/mtU | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm
0.000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.20E-06 0

0.125 | 2.78E-10 | 1.22E-12 | 6.13E-16 | 1.33E-16 | 2.04E-20 | 2.59E-19 | 4.19E-10 | 1.16E-06
0.250 | 1.80E-09 | 1.69E-11 | 1.75E-14 | 3.79E-15 | 1.19E-18 | 1.54E-17 | 8.65E-10 | 1.12E-06
0.375 | 4.99E-09 | 7.25E-11 | 1.15E-13 | 2.50E-14 | 1.19E-17 | 1.55E-16 | 1.34E-09 | 1.08E-06
0.500 | 9.94E-09 | 1.97E-10 | 4.27E-13 | 9.23E-14 | 5.93E-17 | 7.79E-16 | 1.85E-09 | 1.04E-06
0.625 | 1.66E-08 | 4.21E-10 | 1.15E-12 | 2.50E-13 | 2.02E-16 | 2.67E-15 | 2.40E-09 | 1.01E-06
0.750 | 2.50E-08 | 7.72E-10 | 2.57E-12 | 5.56E-13 | 5.40E-16 | 7.22E-15 | 2.98E-09 | 9.70E-07
0.875 | 3.51E-08 | 1.28E-09 | 5.02E-12 | 1.09E-12 | 1.23E-15 | 1.66E-14 | 3.60E-08 | 9.34E-07
1.000 | 4.68E-08 | 1.96E-09 | 8.89E-12 | 1.92E-12 | 2.49E-15 | 3.39E-14 | 4.25E-09 | 8.99E-07
1.250 | 7.47E-08 | 3.98E-09 | 2.28E-11 | 4.94E-12 | 7.98E-15 | 1.10E-13 | 5.65E-09 | 8.31E-07
1.500 | 1.08E-07 | 6.99E-09 | 4.87E-11 | 1.05E-11 | 2.03E-14 | 2.85E-13 | 7.18E-09 | 7.64E-07
1.750 | 1.48E-07 | 1.12E-08 | 9.15E-11 | 1.98E-11 | 4.43E-14 | 6.32E-13 | 8.84E-09 | 7.01E-07
2.000 | 1.92E-07 | 1.67E-08 | 1.57E-10 | 3.40E-11 | 8.61E-14 | 1.25E-12 | 1.06E-08 | 6.40E-07
2.250 | 2.41E-07 | 2.36E-08 | 2.52E-10 | 5.44E-11 | 1.54E-13 | 2.27E-12 | 1.25E-08 | 5.83E-07
2.500 | 2.94E-07 | 3.20E-08 | 3.83E-10 | 8.26E-11 | 2.57E-13 | 3.86E-12 | 1.45E-08 | 5.28E-07
2.750 | 3.52E-07 | 4.21E-08 | 5.57E-10 | 1.20E-10 | 4.07E-13 | 6.21E-12 | 1.66E-08 | 4.76E-07
3.000 | 4.13E-07 | 5.39E-08 | 7.82E-10 | 1.68E-10 | 6.17E-13 | 9.57E-12 | 1.89E-08 | 4.27E-07
3.250 | 4.78E-07 | 6.75E-08 | 1.07E-09 | 2.29E-10 | 9.02E-13 | 1.42E-11 | 2.12E-08 | 3.82E-07
3.500 | 5.47E-07 | 8.29E-08 | 1.42E-09 | 3.04E-10 | 1.28E-12 | 2.04E-11 | 2.36E-08 | 3.39E-07
3.750 | 6.18E-07 | 1.00E-07 | 1.84E-08 | 3.95E-10 | 1.76E-12 | 2.86E-11 | 2.62E-08 | 3.00E-07
4.000 | 6.93E-07 | 1.19E-07 | 2.35E-09 | 5.04E-10 | 2.37E-12 | 3.91E-11 | 2.88E-08 | 2.63E-07
4.250 | 7.70E-07 | 1.40E-07 | 2.95E-09 | 6.32E-10 | 3.12E-12 | 5.24E-11 | 3.15E-08 | 2.30E-07
4.500 | 8.51E-07 | 1.63E-07 | 3.65E-09 | 7.81E-10 | 4.04E-12 | 6.89E-11 | 3.43E-08 | 1.99E-07
4.750 | 9.33E-07 | 1.88E-07 | 4.46E-09 | 9.53E-10 | 5.15E-12 | 8.92E-11 | 3.72E-08 | 1.72E-07
5.000 | 1.02E-06 | 2.15E-07 | 5.39E-09 | 1.15E-09 | 6.47E-12 | 1.14E-10 | 4.03E-08 | 1.47E-07
5.250 | 1.11E-06 | 2.44E-07 | 6.44E-09 | 1.37E-09 | 8.03E-12 | 1.43E-10 | 4.33E-08 | 1.25E-07
5.500 | 1.19E-06 | 2.75E-07 | 7.63E-09 | 1.62E-09 | 9.85E-12 | 1.79E-10 | 4.65E-08 | 1.06E-07
5.750 | 1.29E-06 | 3.07E-07 | 8.96E-09 | 1.90E-09 | 1.19E-11 | 2.20E-10 | 4.98E-08 | 8.86E-08
6.000 | 1.38E-06 | 3.42E-07 | 1.04E-08 | 2.21E-09 | 1.44E-11 | 2.68E-10 | 5.31E-08 | 7.38E-08
6.250 | 1.47E-06 | 3.78E-07 | 1.21E-08 | 2.55E-09 | 1.71E-11 | 3.24E-10 | 5.66E-08 | 6.09E-08
6.500 | 1.57E-06 | 4.16E-07 | 1.39E-08 | 2.93E-09 | 2.02E-11 | 3.89E-10 | 6.01E-08 | 4.99E-08
6.750 | 1.67E-06 | 4.56E-07 | 1.59E-08 | 3.34E-09 | 2.37E-11 | 4.63E-10 | 6.37E-08 | 4.05E-08
7.000 | 1.77E-06 | 4.98E-07 | 1.80E-08 | 3.79E-09 | 2.76E-11 | 5.48E-10 | 6.73E-08 | 3.24E-08
7.500 | 1.97E-06 | 5.88E-07 | 2.29E-08 | 4.80E-09 | 3.67E-11 | 7.51E-10 | 7.49E-08 | 2.05E-08
8.000 | 2.18E-06 | 6.83E-07 | 2.86E-08 | 5.97E-09 | 4.77E-11 | 1.01E-09 | 8.28E-08 | 1.20E-08
8.500 | 2.39E-06 | 7.85E-07 | 3.52E-08 | 7.31E-09 | 6.09E-11 | 1.32E-09 | 9.09E-08 | 6.55E-09
9.000 | 2.61E-06 | 8.93E-07 | 4.27E-08 | 8.83E-09 | 7.64E-11 | 1.71E-09 | 9.93E-08 | 3.19E-09
9.500 | 2.83E-06 | 1.01E-06 | 5.12E-08 | 1.05E-08 | 9.43E-11 | 2.17E-09 | 1.08E-07 | 1.36E-09
10.000 | 3.05E-06 | 1.13E-06 | 6.07E-08 | 1.24E-08 | 1.15E-10 | 2.73E-09 | 1.17E-07 | 4.95E-10
10.500 | 3.28E-06 | 1.25E-06 | 7.12E-08 | 1.45E-08 | 1.38E-10 | 3.38E-09 | 1.26E-07 | 1.41E-10
11.000 | 3.51E-06 | 1.38E-06 | 8.29E-08 | 1.68E-08 | 1.65E-10 | 4.14E-09 | 1.36E-07 | 2.98E-11
11.500 | 3.74E-06 | 1.51E-06 | 9.57E-08 | 1.93E-08 | 1.94E-10 | 5.02E-09 | 1.45E-07 | 4.50E-12
12.000 | 3.97E-06 | 1.65E-06 | 1.10E-07 | 2.20E-08 | 2.27E-10 | 6.04E-09 | 1.55E-07 | 4.84E-13
12.500 | 4.20E-06 | 1.79E-06 | 1.25E-07 | 2.48E-08 | 2.63E-10 | 7.19E-09 | 1.66E-07 | 3.87E-14
13.000 | 4.44E-06 | 1.94E-06 | 1.41E-07 | 2.79E-08 | 3.02E-10 | 8.50E-09 | 1.76E-07 | 2.46E-15
13.500 | 4.68E-06 | 2.09E-06 | 1.59E-07 | 3.13E-08 | 3.45E-10 | 9.98E-09 | 1.87E-07 | 1.33E-16
14.000 | 4.92E-06 | 2.24E-06 | 1.78E-07 | 3.48E-08 | 3.91E-10 | 1.16E-08 | 1.98E-07 | 6.49E-18
14.500 | 5.16E-06 | 2.40E-06 | 1.98E-07 | 3.85E-08 | 4.40E-10 | 1.35E-08 | 2.09E-07 | 2.81E-19
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Table A-16. Sample of Results (Number Density Vs Burnup), Cont.
NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE | NUCLIDE
94240 94241 94242 95241 95242 95243 47109 7300 7301
BURNUP | Pu-240 Pu-241 Pu-242 Am-241 | Am-242m | Am-243 Ag-109 Gd Gd
GWd/mtU | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm | at/barn-cm
15.000 | 5.40E-06 | 2.55E-06 | 2.20E-07 | 4.24E-08 | 4.94E-10 | 1.55E-08 | 2.20E-07 | 1.03E-20 0]
15.500 | 5.64E-06 | 2.71E-06 | 2.43E-07 | 4.66E-08 | 5.50E-10 | 1.78E-08 | 2.31E-07 | 3.95E-22 0
16.000 | 5.88E-06 | 2.88E-06 | 2.67E-07 | 5.09E-08 | 6.11E-10 | 2.03E-08 | 2.43E-07 | 1.38E-23 0
16.500 | 6.13E-06 | 3.04E-06 | 2.93E-07 | 5.54E-08 | 6.75E-10 | 2.30E-08 | 2.55E-07 | 4.85E-25 0
17.000 | 6.37E-06 | 3.20E-06 | 3.20E-07 | 6.01E-08 | 7.42E-10 | 2.60E-08 | 2.67E-07 | 1.64E-26 0
17.500 | 6.61E-06 | 3.37E-06 | 3.48E-07 | 6.51E-08 | 8.13E-10 | 2.93E-08 | 2.79E-07 | 5.42E-28 0
18.000 | 6.85E-06 | 3.54E-06 | 3.78E-07 | 7.02E-08 | 8.87E-10 | 3.28E-08 | 2.92E-07 | 1.78E-29 0
18.500 | 7.10E-06 | 3.71E-06 | 4.10E-07 | 7.54E-08 | 9.65E-10 | 3.67E-08 | 3.04E-07 | 5.55E-31 0
19.000 | 7.34E-06 | 3.88E-06 | 4.42E-07 | 8.09E-08 | 1.05E-09 | 4.08E-08 | 3.17E-07 | 1.73E-32 0
19.500 | 7.58E-06 | 4.05E-06 | 4.77E-07 | 8.65E-08 | 1.13E-09 | 4.53E-08 | 3.30E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
20.000 | 7.83E-06 | 4.22E-06 | 5.12E-07 | 9.23E-08 | 1.22E-09 | 5.00E-08 | 3.43E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
21.000 | 8.30E-06 | 4.57E-06 | 5.88E-07 | 1.04E-07 | 1.40E-09 | 6.07E-08 | 3.69E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
22.000 | 8.79E-06 | 4.91E-06 | 6.69E-07 | 1.17E-07 | 1.60E-09 | 7.28E-08 | 3.96E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
23.000 | 9.26E-06 | 5.26E-06 | 7.57E-07 | 1.30E-07 | 1.81E-09 | 8.65E-08 | 4.24E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
24.000 | 9.74E-06 | 5.60E-06 | 8.49E-07 | 1.44E-07 | 2.03E-09 | 1.02E-07 | 4.52E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
25.000 | 1.02E-05 | 5.94E-06 | 9.48E-07 | 1.58E-07 | 2.25E-09 | 1.19E-07 | 4.81E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
26.000 | 1.07E-05 | 6.28E-06 | 1.05E-06 | 1.73E-07 | 2.49E-09 | 1.38E-07 | 5.10E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
27.391 | 1.13E-05 | 6.75E-06 | 1.21E-06 | 1.93E-07 | 2.83E-09 | 1.68E-07 | 5.5 E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
30.000 | 1.25E-05 | 7.56E-06 | 1.53E-06 | 2.34E-07 | 3.43E-09 | 2.33E-07 | 6.31E-07 | 5.98E-33 0
50.000 | 1.94E-05 | 1.22E-05 | 4.95E-06 | 4.97E-07 | 7.74E-09 | 1.31E-06 | 1.27E-06 | 5.98E-33 0
52.148 | 2.00E-05 | 1.24E-05 | 5.39E-06 | 5.14E-07 | 7.97E-09 | 1.49E-06 | 1.33E-06 | 5.98E-33 0
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